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Presidential  Documents 


Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Proclamation  3902 
NATIONAL  MARITIME  DAY,  1969 
By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

The  American  Merchant  Marine  must  project  the  Nation’s  economic 
strength  throughout  the  world  in  peacetime  and  give  mobility  to  our 
national  defense  in  times  of  emergency.  Its  vessels  must  enable  us  to 
compete  effectively  in  international  trade  and  to  transport  and  supply 
our  Armed  Forces  in  defense  of  freedom. 

Through  the  cooperation  of  business,  labor,  and  Government,  and 
with  prudent  use  of  advancing  technology,  the  American  Merchant 
Marine  must  become  capable  of  providing  modem,  productive  service 
to  the  Nation’s  commerce  as  an  integral  part  of  transportation. 

A  strong  and  profitable  merchant  fleet  is  vital  to  America’s  eco¬ 
nomic  welfare  and  defense  capability.  The  American  flag  on  merchant 
vessels  on  the  high  seas  and  in  foreign  ports  is  a  symbol  of  our  Nation’s 
dedication  to  peaceful  trade  throughout  the  world. 

To  remind  Americans  of  the  important  role  the  Merchant  Marine 
plays  in  our  national  life,  the  Congress  in  1933  designated  the  anniver¬ 
sary  of  the  first  transatlantic  voyage  by  a  steamship,  the  SS  Savannah^ 
on  May  22, 1819,  as  National  Maritime  Day,  and  requested  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  issue  a  proclamation  annually  in  observance  of  that  day. 

JfOW,  THEREFOKE,  I,  RICHARD  NIXON,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  urge  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  honor  our  American  Merchant  Marine  on  May  22,  19G9,  by 
displaying  the  flag  of  the  United  States  at  their  homes  and  other 
suitable  places,  and  I  request  that  all  ships  sailing  under  the  American 
flag  dress  ship  on  that  day  in  tribute  to  the  American  Merchant 
Marine. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this 
eighteenth  day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred 
and  sixty-nine,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of 
America  the  one  hundred  and  ninety -third. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60^455 ;  Filed,  Mar.  19, 1969  ;  4 : 21  p.m.] 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  Vli — Agricultural  Stabiliza* 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 


SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 
(Arndt.  2] 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — 1968  and  1969  Upland 
Cotton  Program  Regulations 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  regulations  governing  the  Upland 
Cotton  Program  for  the  1968  and  1969 
crops  of  cotton,  33  F.R.  6701  and  34  F.R. 
1225  are  hereby  further  amended  as 
follows: 

§  722.804  [Amended] 

1.  Section  722.804(c)  (2)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  last  sentence  thereof  to 
read  as  follows:  “For  purposes  of  the 
foregoing  sentence,  the  following  shall 
apply  for  1969:  (i)  Any  person  who  places 
land  in  a  trust  the  beneficiary  of  which  is 
such  person’s  parent,  brother,  sister, 
spouse,  child,  or  grandchild  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  producer  with  an  interest  in 
the  trust  land  for  purposes  of  this  sub- 
paragraph  if  he  acts  as  the  trustee  or 
trust  officer  for  the  trust  or  in  any  other 
way  retains  management  responsibility 
for  the  trust  land  even  though  he  does 
not  receive  any  share  of  the  crops  or  pro¬ 
ceeds  thereof  from  the  trust  land;  (ii) 
when  the  State  committee,  or  the  county 
committee  with  the  approval  of  the  State 
committee,  determines  that  a  corpora¬ 
tion  or  trust  was  formed,  modified,  or 
used  for  the  purpose  of  circumventing  the 
provisions  of  this  subparagraph,  the  cor¬ 
poration  and  any  stockholder  of  the  cor¬ 
poration,  or  the  trust  and  any  beneficiary 
of  the  trust,  shall  be  considered  as  the 
same  producer  and  fully  responsible  for 
the  actions  of  the  corporation  or  trust  or 
of  any  stockholder  or  beneficiary  of  the 
corporation  or  trust;  (iii)  different  cor¬ 
porations  or  trusts  or  estates  having  com¬ 
mon  stockholders  or  beneficiaries  with  a 
combined  majority  interest  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  the  same  producer.’’ 

§  722.812  [Amended] 

2.  Section  722.812(e)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  first  sentence  thereof  to 
read  as  follows:  “The  operator  may, 
upon  approval  of  the  county  committee, 
withdraw  Form  378  by  filing  a  written 
notice  of  withdrawal  of  the  form  with 
the  county  committee,  except  that  the 
form  may  not  be  withdrawn  after  the 
operator  certifies  to  program  acreage  on 
the  farm  which  is  found  by  measurement 
to  be  erroneous  by  an  amount  exceeding 
the  tolerance,  if  any,  authorized  under 


provisions  of  Parts  718  and  791  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended.’’ 

3.  Section  722.825  is  amended  by 
changing  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as 
follows: 


(d)  Advance  payment.  The  total  ad¬ 
vance  payment  to  be  made  on  a  farm 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  722.813 
shall  be  one-half  the  total  small  farm 
payment.  Each  producer’s  share  of  the 
advance  payment  for  the  farm  shall  be 
obtained  by  multiplying  his  percentage 
share  of  the  small  farm  payment  by  the 
total  advance  payment  for  the  farm. 

(Sec.  103(d),  79  Stat.  1194,  7  U.S.C.  1444(d); 
sec.  346(e),  79  Stat.  1192;  7  U.S.C.  1346(e)) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
17, 1969. 

Carroll  Brunthaver, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3401;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.J 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

(Orange  Reg.  62,  Arndt.  4] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  905), 
regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  Murcott 
Honey  oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  amendment  is  btised  bec^e 


available  and  the  time  when  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient;  and  this  amendment  re¬ 
lieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
Murcott  Honey  oranges  grown  in  Florida. 

Order.  In  §  905.512  Orange  Reg.  62;  33 
F.R.  18227;  34  F.R.  246,  925,  5374),  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (vi)  are 
amended  to  r^td  as  follows: 

§  905.512  Orange  Regulation  62. 

(a)  •  *  • 

(2)  •  *  • 

(vi)  Any  Murcott  Honey  oranges, 
grown  in  the  production  area,  which  do 
not  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1  Russet: 
***** 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated,  March  18,  1969,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  March  21,  1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-3380;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.) 


(980.107,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  980— VEGETABLES;  IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Onions 

a.  Findings.  Notice  of  rule  making  re¬ 
garding  a  proposed  amendment  to  §  980.- 
107  Onion  import  regulation  (33  P.R. 
11642),  was  published  in  the  March  11, 
1969,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (34 
F.R.  5077).  This  regulation  is  effective 
under  section  8e-l  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) . 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  file  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  in  regard  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  not  later  than  5  days  after  publica¬ 
tion.  None  was  filed. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ters,  including  the  proposal  set  forth  in 
the  aforesaid  notice,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  proposal  as  published  in  the 
notice  should  be  issued  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  This  regulation  is  subject  to  fur¬ 
ther  amendment  as  domestic  regulations 
are  changed. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  section  beyond  the  time 
specified  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  the 
requirements  established  by  the  section 
are  mandatory  under  section  8e-l  of  the 
act;  (2)  all  known  onion  importers  were 
notified  of  the  proposed  regulation;  (3) 
notice  hereof  was  published  in  the 
March  11,  1969,  Federal  Register  (34 
F.R.  5077) ,  and  such  notice  is  determined 
to  be  reasonable. 

b.  In  §  980.107 '  Onion  import  regula¬ 
tion  (33  F.R.  11642),  delete  the  introduc- 


(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart-  §  722.825  Changes  effective  for  1969. 
ment  of  Agriculture  ***** 
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tory  paragraph  and  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(h)  and  substitute  the  foUowing  new 
introductory  paragraph  and  new  para¬ 
graphs  (a) ,  (h) ,  and  (i) ,  with  paragraph 
(b)  republished  for  information: 

§  980.107  Onion  import  regulation. 

Pursuant  to  section  608e-l  of  the  Act 
(7  U.S.C.  608e-l)  and  except  as  otherwise 
provided  herein,  during  the  period  begin¬ 
ning  March  24,  1969,  and  continuing 
through  Jime  15,  1969,  the  importation 
of  onions  is  prohibited  unless  such  onions 
are  inspected  and  meet  the  requirements 
of  this  section. 

(a)  Minimum  grade  and  size  require¬ 
ments:  (1)  Grade.  Not  to  exceed  20  per¬ 
cent  defects  of  U.S.  No.  1  grade.  In 
percentage  grade  lots,  tolerances  for  seri¬ 
ous  damage  shall  not  exceed  10  percent 
including  not  more  than  2  percent  decay. 
Double  the  lot  tolerance  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  in  individual  packages  in  percent¬ 
age  grade  lots.  Applications  of  tolerances 
in  U.S.  Grade  Standards  shall  apply  to 
in-grade  lots. 

-(2)  Size.  White  onions — 1  inch  mini¬ 
mum  diameter:  aU  other  varieties  of 
onions — 1%  inches  minimum  diameter. 

(bl  Condition:  Due  consideration  shall 
be  given  to  the  time  required  for  trans¬ 
portation  and  entry  of  onions  into  the 
United  States.  Onions  with  transit  time 
from  coimtry  of  origin  to  entry  into  the 
United  States  of  10  or  more  days  may  be 
entered  if  they  meet  an  average  tolerance 
for  decay  of  not  more  than  5  percent, 
provided  they  also  meet  the  requirements 
of  this  section. 

«  *  «  *  * 

(h)  It  is  hereby  determined  that  im¬ 
ports  of  onions,  during  the  effective  time 
of  this  section,  are  in  most  direct  compe¬ 
tition  with  onions  grown  in  South  Texas. 
The  requirements  set  forth  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  are  the  same  as  those  applicable  to 
grade,  size,  quality  and  maturity  effective 
for  onions  grown  in  South  Texas. 

(i)  Definitions:  For  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  “Onions”  means  all  (except  red) 
varieties  of  Allium  cepa  marketed  dry, 
except  dehydrated,  canned  and  frozen 
onions,  onion  sets,  green  onions,  and 
pickling  onions.  Onions  commonly  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “braided,”  that  is,  with  to^, 
may  be  imported  if  they  meet  the  grade 
and  size  requirements  except  for  top 
length.  The  term  “U.S.  No.  1”  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  set  forth  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Bermuda-Granex-Grano  Type  Onions 
(§§  51.3195-51.3209  of  this  title).  United 
States  Standards  for  Grades  of  Creole 
Onions  (§§  51.3955-51.3970  of  this  title) 
or  in  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Onions  Other  Than  Bermuda- 
Granex-Grano  and  Creole  Types 
(§§  51.2830-51.2854  of  this  title),  which¬ 
ever  is  applicable  to  the  particular  vari¬ 
ety.  Tolerances  for  size  shall  be  those  in 
the  applicable  U.S.  Standards.  The  re¬ 
quirements  of  Canada  No.  1  grade  are 
deemed  comparable  to  the  requirements 
of  U.S.  No.  1  grade.  “Importation”  means 
release  from  custody  of  the  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Customs. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UJ5.C. 
601-674) 


Dated  March  18, 1969,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  March  24, 1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

IPJl.  Doc.  69-3429:  Plied,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:49  ajn.] 

Chapter  X — Consumer  and  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Milk),  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

PART  1071— MILK  IN  NEOSHO 
VALLEY  MARKETING  AREA 

PART  1106— MILK  IN  OKLAHOMA 
METROPOLITAN  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Amending  Order 

Findings  and  determinations.  The 
findings  and  determinations  hereinafter 
set  forth  are  supplementary  and  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  findings  and  determinations 
previously  made  in  connection  with  the 
issuance  of  the  aforesaid  orders  and  of 
the  previously  issued  amendments  there¬ 
to:  and  all  of  the  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein.  The  following 
findings  and  determinations  are  hereby 
made  with  respect  to  each  of  the  afore¬ 
said  orders. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CPR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  above  designated  marketing 
area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  in¬ 
troduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act: 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insiure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest:  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  in¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  public  interest  to  make  this 


order  amending  the  order  effective  not 
later  than  April  1,  1969.  Any  delay  be¬ 
yond  that  date  would  tend  to  disrupt  the 
orderly  marketing  of  milk  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area. 

The  provisions  of  the  said  order  are 
known  to  handlers.  The  recommended 
decision  of  the  Deputy  Administrator 
was  issued  February  10,  1969,  and  the 
decision  of  the  Under  Secretary  contain-, 
ing  all  amendment  provisions  of  this  or¬ 
der  was  issued  March  7,  1969.  The 
changes  effected  by  this  order  will  not 
require  extensive  preparation  or  sub¬ 
stantial  alteration  in  method  of  opera¬ 
tion  for  handlers.  In  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
order  amending  the  order  effective 
April  1,  1969,  and  that  it  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  delay  the 
effective  date  of  this  amendment  for  30 
days  after  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  (5  U.S.C.  553(d)  (1966)) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  deter¬ 
mined  that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  handlers 
(excluding  cooperative  associations  spec¬ 
ified  in  section  8c (9)  of  the  Act)  of  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  milk,  which  is 
marketed  within  the  marketing  area,  to 
sign  a  proposed  marketing  agreement, 
tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation  of  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act: 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order,  amend¬ 
ing  the  order,  is  the  only  practical  means 
pursuant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act  of  advancing  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  as  defined  in  the  order  as  hereby 
amended:  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers  who 
during  the  determined  representative 
period  were  engaged  in  the  production  of 
milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing  area. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Neosho  Valley  and  Oklahoma  Metro¬ 
politan  marketing  areas  shall  be  in  con¬ 
formity  to  and  in  compliance  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  aforesaid 
orders,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended  as  follows:  . 

1.  In  §  1106.7,  paragraph  (c)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§1106.7  Distributing  plant. 

***** 

(c)  Which  receives  milk  from  dairy 
farmers  who  would  be  producers  if  such 
plant  qualified  as  a  pool  plant,  or  Grade 
A  milk  in  bulk  from  other  pool  plants, 
and  disposes  of  fluid  milk  products  on 
routes  in  the  marketing  area. 

2.  Section  1106.8  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1106.8  Supply  plant. 

“Supply  plant”  means  a  plant  that  re¬ 
ceives  milk  from  dairy  farmers  who 
would  be  producers  if  such  plant  quali¬ 
fied  as  a  pool  plant  and  from  which  fluid 
milk  products  are  shipped  to  a  distribut¬ 
ing  plant. 

3.  In  §  1106.9,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 


FEDERAL- REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  55 — FRIDAY,  MARCH  21,  1969 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


5483 


§  1106.9  Pool  plant. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  A  distributing  plant  (other  than 
that  of  a  producer -handler  or  one  which 
is  exempt  pursuant  to  §  1106.61)  from 
which  the  following  percentages  of  the 
receipts  described  in  §  1106.7(c)  are  dis¬ 
posed  of  during  the  month  as  follows: 

(1)  50  percent  as  Class  1  milk  in  the 
form  of  fluid  milk  products;  and 

(2)  5  percent  as  fluid  milk  products  on 
routes  in  the  marketing  area. 

(b)  A  supply  plant  from  which  an 
amount  equal  to  50  percent  of  the  re¬ 
ceipts  described  in  §  1106.8  is  shipped 
during  the  month  as  fluid  milk  products 
to  a  plant  described  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section.  Any  supply  plant  that 
qualifles  as  a  pool  plant  during  each  of 
the  months  of  September  through 
December  shall  be  a  pool  plant  for  the 
following  months  of  January  through 
August  except  that,  if  the  operator  of 
such  plant  so  requests  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  in  writing,  its  pool  plant 
status  shall  be  terminated  the  first  day 
of  the  month  following  receipt  of  such 
notification. 

*  *  •  •  * 

4.  In  §  1106.51(b),  the  introductory 
text  preceding  the  proviso  therein  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1106.51  Class  prices. 

*  •  «  •  • 

(b)  Class  II  price.  The  Class  n  price 
shall  be  the  average  price  for  milk  for 
manufacturing  purposes,  f.o.b.  plants. 
United  States  as  reported  by  the  De¬ 
partment  on  a  preliminary  basis  for  the 
month,  adjusted  to  3.5  percent  butter- 
fat  by  the  Class  n  butterfat  differential 
specified  in  §  1106.52(b):  *  *  • 

5.  A  new  §  1106.63  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 106.63  Governmental  agencies. 

A  plant  owned  and  operated  by  a  gov¬ 
ernmental  agency  or  establishment 
which  processes  or  packages  milk  dis¬ 
tributed  in  the  marketing  area,  shall  be 
exempt  from  all  provisions  of  this  part. 
Fluid  milk  products  received  at  a  pool 
plant  from  such  agencies  shall  be  treated 
on  the  same  basis  as  though  received 
from  a  producer-handler.  Fluid  milk 
products  (including  diverted  milk)  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  a  handler  to  such  agencies 
shall  be  classified  as  Class  I  milk. 

In  §  1071.51,  paragraph  (b)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1071.51  Class  prices. 

*  •  *  «  * 

(b)  Class  II  price.  The  Class  n  price 
shall  be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the 
month. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective  date:  April  1, 1969, 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
18, 1969. 

Richard  E.  Ltng, 

,  Assistant  Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-3381;  Filed.  Mar.  20.  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  I — OfRce  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense 

SUBCHAPTER  M — MISCELLANEOUS 

PART  195a— CONFIGURATION  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT  IMPLEMENTATION 
GUIDANCE 

Configuration  Identification 

The  following  amendment  to  Part 
195a  was  approved  January  29,  1969: 

§  195a.4(a)  and  footnotes  1,  2,  and  3 
have  been  revised  as  follows: 

§  195a.4  Configuration  identification. 

(a)  Functional  Configuration  Identi¬ 
fication  (FCI) .  This  identification,  once 
established,  shall  serve  throughout  a  Cl’s 
life  cycle  as  a  description  of  Its  required 
functional  characteristics.  These  char¬ 
acteristics  shall  be  consistent  with  the 
program  approved  for  the  Cl  and  the 
Technical  Development  Plan  (DoD  In¬ 
struction  3200.6,  “Reporting  of  Research, 
Development  and  Engineering  Program 
Information,”  June  7,  1962)  ‘  or  DD  Form 
1634  (DoD  Instruction  7720.16,  “Research 
and  Development  Planning  Summary 
(DD  Form  1634)  for  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Program  Planning  Review,” 
December  10,  1968)*  upon  which  the  ap¬ 
proval  is  based.  The  PCI  shall  be  docu¬ 
mented  by  a  performance  oriented  spec¬ 
ification,  prepared  in  accordance  with 
MILi-STD-490,  “Specification  Prac¬ 
tices”.’  This  specification  may  call  out 
product  configuration  identification  doc¬ 
umentation  for  selected  items,  such  as  a 
privately  developed  item,  or  an  item  al¬ 
ready  in  the  inventory,  when  they  will 
be  part  of  the  Cl. 

•  •  *  •  • 

'  Filed  as  part  of  original.  Copies  available 
from  Naval  Publications  and  Forms  Center, 
5801  Tabor  Avenue,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19120. 

*  Available  from  Naval  Publications  and 
Forms  Center,  6801  Tabor  Avenue,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.  19120. 

*  Available  from  Naval  Publications  and 
Forms  Center,  5801  Tabor  Avenue,  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pa.  19120. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  Division,  OASD 
(Administration) . 

[FJl.  Doc.  69-3358;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


Chapter  V — Department  of  the  Army 
SUBCHAPTER  B — CLAIMS  AND  ACCOUNTS 

PART  536— CLAIMS  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Claims  Arising  From  Activities  of  Mil¬ 
itary  or  Civilian  Personnel  or  Inci¬ 
dent  to  Noncombat  Activities 

1.  In  1536.14(c),  subparagraph  (2)  is 
revised;  §  536.15  is  revi^;  and  §  536.16 
(a)  is  revised,  as  follows: 

§  536.14  Qaims  payable. 


(c)  Property.  •  •  • 

(2)  Personal  property  bailed  to  the 
(jovemment  under  an  agreement,  ex¬ 
press  or  implied,  unless  the  owner  has 
expressly  assumed  the  risk  of  damage 
or  loss.  All  claims  for  loss  of  personal 
property  while  such  property  was  bailed 
to  a  U.S.  Army  Quartermaster  laundry 
are  within  the  scope  of,  and  will  be 
settled  under,  §§  536.12-536.24b. 

•  #  *  *  9 

§  536.15  Claims  not  payable. 

A  claim  is  not  allowable  under 
§§  536.12-536.24b  which— 

(a)  Results  directly  or  indirectly  from 
action  by  the  enemy,  or  by  U.S.  Armed 
Forces  engaged  in  armed  conflict,  or  in 
immediate  preparation  for  impending 
armed  conflict; 

(b)  Is  for  personal  injury  or  death  of 
a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
tJnited  States  or  a  civilian  employee  in¬ 
curred  incident  to  his  service; 

(c)  Falls  under — 

(1)  The  Federal  Employees’  Compen¬ 
sation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  8101-8150)  which 
is  an  exclusive  remedy  against  the  United 
States;  or 

(2)  ’The  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor 
Workers’  Compensation  Act  (44  Stat. 
1424,  33  UH.C.  901),  or  other  workmen’s 
compensation  laws  or  regulations,  in¬ 
cluding  local  law  or  custom,  in  cases 
where  contribution  is  made  or  insurance 
premiums  paid  directly  or  indirectly  by 
the  United  States  on  behalf  of  the  in¬ 
jured  employee.  If,  in  the  opinion  of  an 
approving  or  settlement  authority,  the 
claim  should  be  considered  payable,  e.g., 
the  injuries  did  not  result  from  a  normal 
risk  of  employment  or  adequate  com¬ 
pensation  is  not  payable  under  work¬ 
men’s  compensation  laws,  the  file  will 
be  forwarded  with  recommendations 
through  claims  channels  to  the  Chief, 
U.S.  Army  CTlaims  Service,  who  may  au¬ 
thorize  pa3rment  of  an  appropriate 
award.  'ITie  Chief,  U.S.  Army  chaims 
Service,  also  may  specify  that  all  or  any 
part  of  any  compensation  received  by  the 
claimant  from  workmen’s  compensation 
sources  as  above  will  be  deducted  from 
the  award  to  claimant.  The  claim  of  an 
insurance  carrier  subrogee  who  has  re¬ 
ceived  premiums  paid  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  by  the  United  States  on  behalf 
of  the  injured  employee,  however,  is  not 
allowable. 

(d)  Arises  in  a  foreign  country  and 
was  presented  by  the  claimant  to  the 
authorities  of  a  foreign  country  and  final 
action  taken  thereon  imder  Article  Vin 
of  the  NATO  Status  of  Forces  Agree¬ 
ment,  Article  XV 111  of  the  Japanese  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Agreement,  or  other  similar 
treaty  or  agreement; 

(e)  Is  purely  contractual  in  nature; 

(f)  Arises  from  private  as  distin¬ 
guished  from  Government  transactions; 

(g)  Is  based  solely  on  compassionate 
grounds; 

(h)  Is  for  patent  or  copyright 
infringement; 

(i)  Is  for  war  trophies,  and  articles 
intended  directly  or  indirectly  for  per¬ 
sons  other  than  the  claimant  or  mem¬ 
bers  of  his  immediate  family,  such  as 
articles  acquired  to  be  disposed  of  as 
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gifts  or  by  sale  or  other  commercial 
transaction  to  another,  voluntarily  bailed 
to  agencies  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army.  The  preceding  sentence  is  not  ap¬ 
plicable  to  claims  involving  registered 
or  insured  mail.  No  allowance  will  be 
made  for  any  item  when  evidence  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  acquisition,  possession,  or 
transportation  thereof  was  in  violation  of 
Department  of  the  Army  or  command 
directives; 

(j)  Is  for  precious  jewels  and  other 
articles  of  extraordinary  value,  volun¬ 
tarily  bailed  to  agencies  of  the  Depart- 

.  ment  of  the  Army.  This  paragraph  is  not 
applicable  to  claims  involving  registered 
or  insured  mail; 

(k)  Arises  from  the  operations  of  a 
nonappropriated  fund  activity,  unless 
generated  by  military  personnel  perform¬ 
ing  assigned  duties  (see  sec.  m,  AR  27- 
20,  and  AR  230-8) . 

(l)  Is  based  upon  an  act  or  omission 
of  military  i>ersonnel  or  a  civilian  em¬ 
ployee,  exercising  due  care,  in  the  exe¬ 
cution  of  a  statute  or  regulation,  whether 
or  not  such  statute  or  regulation  is  valid, 
or  in  the  exercise  or  performance  of,  or 
the  failure  to  exercise  or  perform,  a  dis¬ 
cretionary  function  or  duty,  whether  or 
not  the  discretion  is  abused; 

(m)  Is  cognizable  under  the  Suits  in 
Admiralty  Act  (^1  Stat.  525-528,  46 
U.S.C.  741-752),  or  the  Public  Vessels 
Act  (43  Stat.  1112,  1113,  46  U.S.C.  781- 
790); 

(n)  Arises  out  of  assault,  battery,  false 
imprisonment,  false  arrest,  malicious 
prosecution,  abuse  of  process,  libel,  slan¬ 
der,  misrepresentation,  deceit,  or  inter¬ 
ference  with  contract  rights; 

(o)  Is  for  rent,  damage,  or  other  pay¬ 
ments  involving  the  acquisition,  use, 
possession,  or  disposition  of  real  property 
or  interests  therein  by  and  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army,  except  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  §  536.14(c)  (1) .  Real  estate 
claims  founded  upon  contracts  are  proc¬ 
essed  imder  the  provisions  of  §  552.16 
of  this  chapter. 

(p)  Is  for  taking  of  private  property 
by  trespass  as  by  a  taking  implied  imder 
local  law  resulting  from  the  flight  of  air¬ 
craft  (see  §  552.16(b)  (3)  of  this  chapter) . 
Actual  physical  damage  is  required. 
Claims  for  technical  trespass,  overflight 
of  aircraft,  or  a  taking  of  a  type  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  Fifth  Amendment  to  the 
U.S.  Constitution  are  not  payable  under 
§§  536.12-536.24b; 

(q)  Is  for  damages  caused  by  the  fis¬ 
cal  operations  of  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  or  by  the  regulation  of  the 
monetary  system; 

(r)  Is  for  damages  caused  by  the  im¬ 
position  or  establishment  of  a  quarantine 
by  the  United  States; 

(s)  Is  not  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
United  States,  is  contrary  to  public  pol¬ 
icy,  or  otherwise  contrary  to  basic  intent 
of  the  governing  statute  (10  U.S.C  2733) ; 
e.g.,  claims  by  inhabitants  of  unfriendly 
foreign  countries  or  by  individuals  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  unfriendly  to  the  United 
States.  When  a  claim  Is  considered  to 
be  not  payable  for  the  reasons  stated  in 
this  paragraph,  it  will  be  forwarded  for 
appropriate  action  to  the  Chief,  UJS. 
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Army  Claims  Service,  together  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  settlement 
•authority; 

(t)  Is  for  damage  caused  from  or  by 
floods  or  flood  waters.  See  the  Act  of 
May  15,  1928  (45  Stat.  535,  33  UJS.C. 
702c) . 

§  536.16  Qaims  under  other  laws  and 
regulations. 

(a)  Claims  within  the  scope  of 
§§  536.12-536.24b  which  are  also  cogni¬ 
zable  under  §  536.26,  §  536.27,  §  536.29,  or 
§  536.45  will  be  considered  initially  un¬ 
der  the  latter  sections. 

*  *  •  •  • 

2.  Sections  536.21  (a)  and  (b),  536.23, 
and  536.24a(b)  (1)  are  reiised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  536.21  I.aw  applicable. 

(a)  As  to  claims  arising  in  the  United 
States,  its  territories,  commonwealths, 
and  possessions,  the  law  of  the  place 
where  the  act  or  omission  occurred  will 
be  applied  in  determining  liability  and 
the  effect  of  contributary  negligence  on 
claimant’s  right  to  recover  damages.  The 
principle  of  absolute  liability  is  not  ap¬ 
plicable  to  claims  cognizable  under  this 
statute  and  §§  536.12-536.24b  even 
though  prescribe  by  local  law. 

(b)  In  claims  arising  in  a  foreign 
country,  liability  normally  will  be  de¬ 
termined  in  accordance  with  general 
principles  of  American  law  as  stated  in 
standard  legal  publications,  except  as 
it  applies  to  absolute  liability.  The  law 
of  the  place  where  the  act  or  omission 
occurred  will  be  applied  in  determining 
the  effect  of  claimant’s  negligence  on  his 
right  to  recover  damages.  Where  appli¬ 
cable,  rules  of  the  road  and  similar 
locally  prescribed  standards  of  care  will 
be  followed  in  determining  fault. 

•  «  •  •  • 

§  536.23  Delegation  of  authority. 

(a)  Settlement  authority.  (1)  Sub¬ 
ject  to  app>eal  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  The  Judge  Advocate  CSeneral,  and 
The  Assistant  Judge  Advocate  CSenei-al 
are  delegated  authority  to  pay  up  to 
$5,000  in  settlement  of  claims,  and  is  dis¬ 
approve  claims  regardless  of  amount 
claimed. 

(2)  Subject  to  appeal  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  as  to  claims  in  excess  of 
$2,500  or  to  The  Judge  Advocate  General 
or  The  Assistant  Judge  Advocate  General 
as  to  claims  of  $2,500  or  less,  and  subject 
to  such  limitations  as  may  be  imposed 
by  The  Judge  Advocate  General,  the 
Chief,  U.S.  Army  Claims  Service,  and  all 
officers  of  The  Judge  Advocate  General’s 
Corps  assigned  to  the  U.S.  Army  Claims 
Service,  subject  to  such  limitations  as 
may  be  imposed  by  the  Chief  of  that 
Service,  are  delegated  authority  to  pay 
up  to  $2,500  in  settl^ent  of  claims,  and 
to  disapprove  claims  regardless  of  the 
amount  claimed. 

(3)  Subject  to  such  limitations  as  may 
be  imposed  by  ’The  Judge  Advocate  Gen¬ 
eral  and  app^  to  the  Chief,  U.S.  Army 
Claims  Ser^ce,  the  commander  or  the 
staff  judge  advocate  of  each  of  the  com¬ 
mands  listed  in  subdivisions  (i)-(ix)  of 


this  subparagraph  is  delegated  authority 
to  approve  and  pay  in  full,  or  in  i>art,  or 
disapprove,  claims  presented  for  $2,500 
or  less;  and  to  pay  claims  regardless  of 
the  amount  claimed  provided  an  award 
of  $2,500  or  less  is  accepted  by  claimant 
in  full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement 
of  the  claim. 

(i)  Each  of  the  niunbered  armies 
within  the  continental  United  States. 

(ii)  Military  District  of  Washington, 
U.S.  Army. 

(iii)  U.S.  Army  Forces  Southern  Com¬ 
mand. 

(iv)  U.S.  Army,  Alaska. 

(v)  U.S.  Army,  Pacific. 

(vi)  U.S.  Army,  Europe. 

(vii)  U.S.  Army,  Vietnam. 

(viii)  U.S.  Army,  Ryukyu  Islands. 

(ix)  Eighth  U.S.  Army,  Korea. 

(4)  Subject  to  appeal  to  the  Chief, 
U.S.  Army  Claims  Service,  and  such 
limitations  as  may  be  imposed  by  the 
staff  judge  advocate  of  the  command,  the 
chief  of  a  command  claims  service  is 
delegated  authority  to  awirove  and  pay 
in  full,  or  in  part,  or  disapprove,  claims 
presented  for  $2,500  or  less;  and  to  pay 
claims  regardless  of  the  amount  claimed 
provided  an  award  of  $2,500  or  less  is 
accepted  by  claimant  in  full  satisfaction 
and  final  settlement  of  the  claim. 

(b)  Approving  authority.  (1)  Each  of 
the  following  is  delegated  authority  to: 

(1)  Approve  and  pay  in  full,  or  in  part, 
claims  presented  for  $2,500  or  less. 

(ii)  Pay  claims  regardless  of  the 
amount  claimed  provided  an  award  of 
$2,500  or  less  is  accepted  by  claimant  in 
full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of 
the  claim. 

(a)  ’The  commander  or  staff  judge 
advocate  of  any  command  authorized 
to  exercise  general  courts-martial 
jurisdiction. 

(b)  An  officer  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General’s  Corps  assigned  to  a  maneuver 
claims  service  or  a  disaster  claims  office 
when  designated  by  the  Chief,  U.S.  Army 
Claims  Service,  or  the  commander  of  a 
command  listed  In  §  536.4a,  subject  to 
such  limitations  as  the  designating 
authority  may  prescribe. 

(c)  Officers  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General’s  Corps  assigned  to  the  U.S. 
Claims  Office,  Prance,  subject  to  such 
limitations  as  the  Commanding  Officer, 
U.S.  Claims  Office,  Prance,  may 
prescribe. 

id)  Officers  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General’s  Corps  assigned  to  the  U.S. 
Army  Claims  Service,  Europe,  subject  to 
such  limitations  as  the  CJhief,  U.S.  Army 
Claims  Service,  Europe,  may  prescribe. 

(e)  Officers  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General's  Corps  assigned  to  the  U.S. 
Armed  Forces  Claims  Service,  Korea, 
subject  to  limitations  as  the  Chief,  UJS. 
Armed  Forces  Claims  Service,  Korea, 
may  prescribe. 

(/)  The  claims  judge  advocate  of  any 
command  authorized  to  exercise  gen¬ 
eral  courts-martial  jurisdiction,  subject 
to  such  restrictions  as  may  be  imposed 
by  the  command  staff  judge  advocate. 

(2)  Subject  to  appeal  to  the  Chief, 
U.S.  Army  Cflaims  Service,  each  of  the 
following  is  delegated  authority  to: 
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(i)  Approve  and  pay  in  full,  or  in  part, 
claims  presented  for  $1,000  or  less,  and 

(ii)  Pay  claims  regardless  of  the 
amount  claimed,  provided  an  award  of 
$1,000  or  less  is  accepted  by  claimant  in 
full  satisfaction  and  final  settlement  of 
the  claim. 

(a)  The  commanding  officer  of  a  com¬ 
mand  not  authorized  to  exercise  general 
courts-martial  jurisdiction,  but  having 
a  judge  advocate  assigned  to  his  staff,  or 
his  judge  advocate. 

(b)  A  district  or  division  engineer. 
Corps  of  Engineers,  or  the  Chief  of 
Engineers. 

(c)  Special  delegation  of  authority. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  may  dele¬ 
gate  claims  settlement  authority,  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  or  claims  ap¬ 
proving  authority,  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  to  other  authorities  where  the 
need  for  such  authority  can  be  demon¬ 
strated.  Requests  for  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  wUl  be  forwarded  through  com¬ 
mand  channels  to  The  Judge  Advocate 
General,  Attention:  Chief,  U.S.  Army 
Claims  Service,  Fort  Holabird,  Md.  21219, 
with  justification  and  recommendations. 

§  536.24a  Settlement  procedures. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Action  by  a  settlement  author¬ 
ity — (1)  Disapproval  of  a  claim.  The 
disapproval  of  a  claim,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  is  final  tmless  the  claimant  appeals 
in  writing.  If  the  claim  is  in  excess  of 
$2,500,  the  appeal  is  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army.  Claims  of  $2,500  or  less  which 
are  disapproved  at  the  U.S.  Army  Claims 
Service  will  be  appealed  to  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  or  The  Assistant 
Judge  Advocate  General.  Claims  of 
$2,500  or  less  which  are  disapproved  by 
field  settlement  authorities  will  be  ap¬ 
pealed  to  the  Chief,  U.S.  Army  Claims 
Service.  Upon  disapproval  of  a  claim, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  the  settlement  au¬ 
thority  will  notify  the  claimant  in  writ¬ 
ing  of  the  action  taken  and  reason 
therefor.  The  letter  of  notification  will 
inform  the  claimant  that — 

(i)  He  may  appeal  and  it  will  indi¬ 
cate  the  authority  to  whom  the  appeal 
should  be  addressed. 

(ii)  No  form  is  prescribed  for  an 
appeal  but  it  must  be  forwarded 
through  the  authority  disapproving  the 
claim. 

(iii)  The  ground  for  appeal  should  be 
set  forth  fully. 

(iv)  The  appeal  must  be  submitted 
within  30  days  of  receipt  by  the  claimant 
of  notice  of  action  on  his  claim.  An  appeal 
will  be  considered  timely  if  postmarked 
within  30  days  after  receipt  by  the  claim¬ 
ant  of  such  notification.  For  good  cause 
shown,  the  Chief,  U.S.  Army  Claims 
Service,  may  extend  the  time  for  appeal. 

*  •  .  •  «  « 

(AR  27-21,  Jan.  27,  1969)  (Secs.  3012,  2733, 
70A  Stat.  167,  163;  10  U.S.C.  3012,  2733) 

For  the  Adjutant  (general. 

Harold  Sharon, 

Chief,  Legislative  and  Prece¬ 
dent  Branch,  Office  of  the 
Comptroller,  TAGO. 

IFR.  Doc.  69-3367;  PUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  No.  C-1494] 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Elgin  National  Watch  Co. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  13.155-40 
Exaggerated  as  regular  and  customary; 
13.155-60  List  or  catalog  as  regular  sell¬ 
ing.  Subpart — ^Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  1  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception:  13.1055-50  Preticket¬ 
ing  merchandise  misleadingly.  Subpart — 
Misbranding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1280- 
Price.  Subpart — Misrepresenting  oneself 
and  goods — Prices:  §  13.1805  Exag¬ 
gerated  as  regular  and  customary; 

§  13.1811  Fictitious  preticketing. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  16  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  16 
U.S.C.  46)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Elgin  Na¬ 
tional  Watch  Co.,  Elgin,  Ill.,  Docket  C-1494, 
Feb.  20, 1969] 

Consent  order  requiring  a  watch  man¬ 
ufacturer  in  Elgin,  HI.,  to  cease  making 
fictitious  pricing  claims  in  the  sale  of  its 
products. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Elgin 
National  Watch  Co.,  a  corporation,  trad¬ 
ing  as  Helbros  Watches  or  imder  any 
other  trade  name  or  names,  and  its  of¬ 
ficers,  and  respondent’s  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corpiorate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  advertising,  of¬ 
fering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of 
watches  or  any  other  products,  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  by  preticketing,  list 
price  schedules,  catalog  inserts  or  in  any 
other  manner,  that  any  amoimt  is  the 
retail  selling  price  of  any  product,  unless 
said  amount  is  respondent’s  good  faith 
estimate  of  the  said  product’s  actual  re¬ 
tail  selling  price  and  said  amoimt  does 
not  appreciably  exceed  the  highest  price 
at  which  substantial  sales  of  said  product 
are  made  in  respondent’s  trade  area. 

2.  Misrepresenting,  in  any  manner,  the 
prices  at  which  respondent’s  products  are 
sold  at  retail. 

3.  Placing  in  the  hands  of  catalog 
houses,  retailers,  dealers,  or  others,  the 
means  or  instrumentalities  by  or  through 
which  they  may  mislead  or  deceive  the 
purchasing  public  in  the  manner  or  as  to 
the  things  hereinabove  prohibited. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ent  corporation  shall  forthwith  distrib¬ 
ute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  each  of  its 
operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  it  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report,  in 


writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  it  has  complied 
with  this  order. 

Issued:  February  20, 1969. 

By  the  Commisison. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3371;  FUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  C-1493] 

PART  13— -PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Federal  Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  and 
H.  Harold  Becko 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.15  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connections :  13.15-30  Con¬ 
nections  or  arrangements  with  others: 

§  13.70  Fictitious  or  misleading  guaran¬ 
tees:  §  13.155  Prices:  13.155-10  Bait; 

13.155- 33  Demonstration  reduction ; 

13.155- 70  Percentage  savings:  13.155- 
100  Usual  as  reduced,  special,  etc.; 

§  13.170  Qualities  or  properties  of  prod¬ 
uct  or  service:  13.170-30  Durability  or 
permanence;  §  13.240  Special  or  limited 
offers.  Subpart — ^Misrepresenting  oneself 
and  goods — Business  Status,  Advantages 
or  Connections:  §  13.1395  Connections 
and  arrangements  with  others;  Misrep¬ 
resenting  oneself  and  goods — Goods : 

§  13.1647  Guarantees:  §  13.1663,  Indi¬ 
vidual’s  special  selection  or  situation; 

§  13.1710  Qualities  or  properties; 

§  13.1747  Special  or  limited  offers;  Mis¬ 
representing  oneself  and  goods — Prices: 

§  13.1779  Bait;  §  13.1800  Demonstra¬ 
tion  reductions:  §  13.1817  Reductions 
for  prospect  referrals;  §  13.1825  Usual  as 
reduced  or  to  be  increased.  Subpart — Ne¬ 
glecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to  make 
material  disclosure:  §  13.1905  Terms 
and  conditions.  Subpart — Securing  or¬ 
ders  by  deception:  §  13.2175  Securing 
orders  by  deception. 

(Sec.  6,  38  stat.  721;  16  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
16  U.S.C.  46)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  Fed¬ 
eral  Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  Docket  C-1493,  Feb.  20,  1969] 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Tulsa,  Okla., 
home  improvement  company  to  cease 
using  bait  advertising,  false  pricing  and 
savings  claims,  deceptive  guarantees, 
falsely  alleging  oonnectitm  with  manu¬ 
facturers,  failing  to  disclose  all  terms  of 
its  sales  contracts,  and  other  deceptive 
sales  practices. 

’The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  including 
further  order  requiring  report  of  compli¬ 
ance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Federal 
Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and 
its  officers,  and  H.  Harold  Becko,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  an  officer  of  said  corporation, 
trading  under  said  corporate  name  or 
under  any  trade  name  or  names,  and  re¬ 
spondents’  agents,  representatives,  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  advertising,  offering  for  sale,  sale, 
distribution  or  installation  of  residential 
siding  materials  or  other  home  improve- 
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ment  products  or  services  or  other  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Using,  in  any  manner,  a  sales  plan, 
scheme  or  device  wherein  false,  mislead¬ 
ing  or  deceptive  statements  or  represen¬ 
tations  are  made  in  order  to  obtain  leads 
or  prospects  for  the  sale  of  any  merchan¬ 
dise  or  services. 

2.  Making  representations  purporting 
to  offer  merchandise  for  sale  when  the 
purpose  of  the  representation  is  not  to 
sell  the  offered  merchandise  but  to  ob¬ 
tain  leads  or  prospects  for  the  sale  of 
other  merchandise  at  higher  prices. 

3.  Discouraging  the  purchase  of  or  dis¬ 
paraging  any  merchandise  or  services 
which  are  advertised  or  offered  for  sale, 
either  before  or  after  a  contract  has  been 
signed  for  the  purchase  of  such  mer¬ 
chandise  or  services. 

4.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  merchandise  or  services 
are  offered  for  sale  when  such  offer  is  not 
a  bona  fide  offer  to  sell  such  merchandise 
or  services. 

5.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  respondents’  offer  of  prod¬ 
ucts  is  limited  as  to  time,  or  is  limited  in 
any  other  manner:  Provided,  however. 
That  it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any  enforce¬ 
ment  proceeding  instituted  hereimder  for 
respondents  to  establish  that  any  repre¬ 
sented  limitation  as  to  time  or  other 
represented  restrictions  is  actually  im¬ 
posed  and  in  good  faith  adhered  to  by 
respondents. 

6.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  price  for  respondents’ 
products  is  a  special  or  reduced  price, 
unless  such  price  constitutes  a  signifi¬ 
cant  reduction  from  an  established  sell¬ 
ing  price  at  which  such  products  have 
been  sold  in  substantial  (luantities  by 
respondents  in  the  recent  regular  course 
of  their  business;  or  misrepresenting,  in 
any  manner,  that  any  savings  or  a  stated 
amount  of  savings  are  available  to 
purchasers. 

7.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  purchasers  of  respondents’ 
residential  siding  materials  will  realize 
a  30  percent  savings  or  any  other  per¬ 
centage  or  amount  of  savings  in  their 
air-conditioning  or  heating  bills:  Pro¬ 
vided.  however.  That  it  shall  be  a  defense 
in  any  enforcement  proceeding  instituted 
hereunder  for  respondents  to  establish 
that  each  such  purchaser  in  fact  realized 
the  represented  savings. 

8.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  residential  siding  materials 
sold  by  respondents  will  never  require 
painting  or  repairing:  or  misrepresent¬ 
ing,  in  any  manner,  the  durability,  per¬ 
formance  or  quality  of  respondents’ 
products. 

9.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  of  respondents’  products 
or  installations  are  guaranteed  unless  the 
nature,  extent,  and  duration  of  the  guar¬ 
antee,  the  identity  of  the  guarantor  and 
the  manner  in  which  the  guarantor  will 
perform  thereunder  are  clearly  and  con¬ 
spicuously  disclosed. 

10.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  home  of  any  of  resiJond- 
ents’  customers  or  prospective  customers 
has  been  specially  selected  as  a  model 
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home  to  be  used  or  will  be  used  as  a 
model  home,  or  otherwise,  for  advertis¬ 
ing,  demonstration  or  sales  purposes. 

11.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  that  any  allowance,  discoimt 
or  commission  is  granted  by  respondents 
to  purchasers  in  return  for  permitting 
the  premises  on  which  respondents’ 
products  are  installed  to  be  used  for 
model  homes  or  demonstration  purposes. 

12.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  purchasers  are  able  to  obtain 
respondents’  products  at  little  or  no  cost 
as  a  result  of  the  receipt  of  commissions 
or  compensation  from  referrals. 

13.  Falsely  representing  that  pur¬ 
chasers  will  receive  referral  commissions 
or  misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
amount  of  referral  commissions  that 
purchasers  will  receive. 

14.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  respondents  are  connected  or 
afiBliated  with  Kaiser  Aluminum  and 
Chemical  Corp.  or  U.S.  Steel  Corp.,  or 
misrepresenting,  in  any  manner,  the 
identity  of  the  manufacturer  or  the 
source  of  any  of  respondents’  products  or 
the  respondents’  business  connections  or 
affiliations. 

15.  Inducing  or  causing  purchasers  or 
prospective  purchasers  of  respondents’ 
merchandise  to  sign  blank  or  partially 
completed  sale  contracts,  or  any  other 
instruments. 

16.  Falling  or  refusing  to  disclose  the 
exact  amount  of  the  total  purchase  price 
of  merchandise,  including  all  interests, 
credit  or  service  charges,  at  the  time  the 
contract  for  the  sale  of  such  merchan¬ 
dise  is  executed  by  the  purchaser  or 
purchasers. 

17.  Failing  to  deliver  a  copy  of  this 
order  to  cease  and  desist  to  all  present 
and  future  salesmen  or  other  persons 
engaged  in  the  sale  of  respondents’  prod¬ 
ucts  or  services,  and  failing  to  secure 
from  each  such  salesman  or  other  per¬ 
son  a  signed  statement  acknowledging 
receipt  of  said  order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  re¬ 
spondent  corporation  shall  forthwith 
ffistribute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  each  of 
its  operating  dl^ions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report, 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  February  20,  1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-3372;  Plied,  Mar.  20,  1969: 
8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  C-14921 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 
Weatherhead  Co. 

Subpart — Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  section  2,  Clayton  Act — Price  Dis¬ 
crimination  imder  2(a) :  §  13.700  Arbi¬ 
trary  or  improper  functional  discounts; 
§  13.770  Quantity  rebates  or  discounts. 
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(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  2,  49  Stat.  1526;  15  TT.S.C.  13) 
[Cease  and  desist  order.  The  Weatherhead 
Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Docket  0-1492,  Peh.  20, 
1969] 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  manufacturer  of  industrial  fittings 
and  regulators  of  fluid  power  products  to 
cease  discriminating  in  price  between 
competing  resellers  and  distributors  of 
certain  of  its  products. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent.  The 
Weatherhead  Co.,  a  corporation,  and  its 
officers,  representatives,  agents,  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corporate 
or  other  device,  in  or  in  connection  with 
the  sale  and  distribution  of  brass  In¬ 
verted,  Compression,  S.A.E.,  Mini-Barb, 
Pipe,  Self -Align,  Knurl-On,  Sermeto  and 
Air  Brake  Fittings;  Auto  and  Industrial 
valves;  steel  and  stainless  steel  Ermeto, 
J.I.C.  and  Pipe  fittings.  Reusable  Hose 
Ends,  Swivel  Adapters,  Swage  Ends,  Bulk 
Hose  and  other  industrial  fittings  or 
products  having  the  same  or  similar  ap¬ 
plication  or  use,  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  amended  Clas^ton 
Act  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from 
discriminating,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
the  price  of  such  products  of  like  grade 
and  quality  by  selling  to  some  purchasers 
at  net  prices  higher  than  net  prices 
charged  any  other  purchaser  who,  in  fact, 
competes  in  the  resale  and  distribution 
of  such  products  with  the  purchasers 
paying  the  higher  net  prices:  Provided, 
however.  That  nothing  herein  shall  be 
construed  to  prohibit  the  respondent 
from  selling  to  industrial  distributors  on 
uniform  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  dis¬ 
closed  and  made  available  to  all  such 
distributors,  who  in  fact  compete  in  the 
resale  and  distribution  thereof,  products 
not  regularly  maintained  by  such  distrib¬ 
utors  in  inventory  if  such  products  are 
custom  made,  custom  fabricated  or  cus¬ 
tom  assembled  from  components  to  sub¬ 
stantially  conform  to  the  specifications 
or  requirements  of  the  user-purchaser. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  if  respond¬ 
ent  at  any  time  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  order  utilizes  a  discount  program 
in  connection  with  its  sale  of  industrial 
fittings  or  products  having  the  same  or 
similar  application  or  use  it  shall  af¬ 
firmatively  notify  all  purchasers  engaged 
in  the  resale  and  distribution  of  those 
products  in  writing  of  the  details,  in¬ 
cluding  available  discounts,  of  any  such 
discoimt  program. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ent  corporation  shall  forthwith  distrib¬ 
ute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  each  of  its 
operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report,  in  writing, 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  it  has  complied  with  this 
order. 

Issued:  February  20, 1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  ^  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-3373:  PUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 
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Title  14-4ER0NAUTICS  AND  SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Department  of  Transportation 

SUBCHAPTER  F— AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL  OPERATING  RULES 
[Reg.  Docket  No.  9468;  Arndt.  641] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT  APPROACH  PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  amendments  to  the  standard  ihstrument  approach  procedures  contained  herein  are  adopted  to  become  effective  when 
indicated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  The  amended  procedures  supersede  the  existing  procedures  of  the  same  classification 
now  in  effect  for  the  airports  specified  therein.  For  the  convenience  of  the  users,  the  complete  procedure  is  republished  in  this 
amendment  indicating  the  changes  to  the  existing  procedures. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands  immediate  action  in  the  interests  of  safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  impracticable  and  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  amendment  effective  within  less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  P.R.  5662) ,  Part  97 
(14  CFR  Part  97)  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  97.11  of  Subpart  B  to  amend  low  or  medium  frequency  range  (L/MF),  automatic  direction  finding 
(ADF)  and  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  as  follows: 

Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure— Type  LFR 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nautical  miles 
unless  otbeivHse  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles. 

If  an  Instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport.  It  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  Is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  spedfled 
routes.  MinTiniiTn  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  establlsbra  for  en  route  operation  In  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  minlmums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

MiniTniim 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  less 

66  knots  More 

or  less  than  66 

knots 

More  than 

2-englne, 
more  than 

66  k.iots 

2700 

T-dn°  _ 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-H 

T-dn-l° 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2' 

C-dn# . 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2 

S-dn-#10 . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

A-dn . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Shuttle  descent  to  3600'  In  1-mlnute  holding  pattern,  right  turns,  286*  Outbnd,  106°  Inbnd.  Shuttle  descent  below  3600'  not  authorized,  procedure  turn  required. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs  286°  Outbnd,  106°  Inbnd,  2700'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'.# 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  ah^rt,  106°— 2.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  within  2.3  miles  after  passing  QST  LFR,  climb  to  tW  on 
BE  crs,  08T  LFR  within  20  miles,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  climb  to  3000'  on  NW  crs,  OST  LFR  within  10  miles. 

Note:  Use  Juneau  remote  altimeter,  no  control  zone,  weather  observations  not  available. 

*Tum  right  after  takeoff. 

IDescent  to  800'  authorized  after  passing  QAV  RBn.  Maneuvering  N  through  E  of  airport  not  authorized,  terrain  to  3000'  4.8  miles  NE  of  airport,  4000'  6.1  miles  NE  of 
wproach  crs  and  8.7  miles  NW  LFR.  Mountainous  terrain  all  quadrants. 

MSA  within  26  mUes  of  facility:  NE— 7300';  SE— 6900';  SW-6600';  NW— 8000'. 

City,  Gustavus;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Gustavus;  Elev.,  36';  Fac.  Class.,  8BRAZ;  Ident.,  GST;  Procedure  No.  LFR  1,  Arndt.  12;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  60;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  11;  Dated,  24  Oct.  64 

Homer  VOR . Homer  LFR . Direct .  2700  T-dn . . 400-1  400-1  400-1 

C-dn* .  800-1  600-1  800-lH 

A-dn* .  800-2  800-2  800-2 


Procedure  turn  S  side  W  crs,  241°  Outbnd,  061°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  mls^d  approach  point,  000°— 4  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4  miles  after  passing  HH  LFR,  turn  right,  climb  to 
2600'  on  W  crs  (241°  Outbnd)  within  20  miles. 

Caution:  Terrain  within  1  mile  N  and  W  rising  to  1000'  and  continuing  to  rise  to  1600'  within  4  miles.  All  maneuvers  to  be  conducted  SE  of  airport.  Turn  right  after  takeoff 
Runway  3,  turn  left  after  takeoff  Runway  21. 

°When  control  zone  not  effective/altimeter  not  available  the  following  applies:  (A)  Use  Renal  altimeter  setting.  (B)  Ceiling  minlmums  raised  to  800'.  (C)  Alternate  mini- 
mums  not  authorized. 

City,  Homer;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Homer  Municipal;  Elev.,  78';  Fac.  Class.,  SBRAZ:  Ident.,  HH;  Procedure  No.  LFR  1,  Arndt.  16;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  60;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  14;  Dated,  2  Nov.  63 

T-dn  . .  300-1  300-1  300-1 

C-dn°„ .  800-1  800-1  800-lJiJ 

8-dn .  NA  NA  NA 

A-dn° . . 000-2  000-2  000-2 


Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  127?  Outbnd,  307°  Inbnd,  2100'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  fiiud  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  focility  to  airport,  142° — 0.7  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimiims  or  if  landing  not  aeoomplished  within  0  mile  of  MHM  LFR,  turn  left,  climb  to  3100'  on  SE 
crs,  127°  Outbnd  within  16  miles. 

Note:  This  procedure  not  authorized  lor  ADF  approach.  _  .  ^ 

•When  control  zone  not  effective/altimeter  not  available  the  following  applies:  (A)  Use  McGrath  altimeter  setting.  (B)  Ceiling  and  visibility  minlmums,  aD  aircraft  raised 
to  1300-2.  (C)  Alternate  minlmums  not  authorized. 

City,  Minchumina;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Minchumina;  Elev.,  684';  Fac.  Class.,  BMRL;  Ident.,  MHM;  Procedure  No.  LFR  1,  AmdL  6;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  tOi 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  18  July  64 
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Standaed  Instrcment  Approach  Peocbdorb — Ttpb  LFR — Continued 


'Transition 

Oeillns  &nd  visibility  Tninimiimg 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

M08  VOR . MO  LFR . Direct .  2700  T-dn* .  300-1  300-1  200-U 

C-dn* .  900-1  900-1  900-lM 

A-dn .  NA  NA  NA 


Proceed  outbnd  on  E  crs  not  below  2700'  for  6  miles  before  starting  descent  to  procedure  turn  altitude. 

Procure  turn  S  side  of  E  crs,  069“  Outbnd,  249°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  16  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  on  final  approach  cm.  914',  descend  to  914'  immediately  after  completion  of  procedure  turn. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  067° — 2.6  miles. 

If  visuEd  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  914',  turn  left,  climb  to  3000'  on  E  crs  of  the  MO  LFR  within  16  miles.  VFR  flight  required  from  missed  approacli  point 
to  airport. 

Notes:  (1)  ADF  approEich  not  authorized.  (2)  Final  approach  from  holding  pattern  at  MO  LFR  not  authorized.  Procedure  turn  required. 

Caution:  Terrain  1706',  3  miles  NW,  and  976',  2.2  miles  W  rising  to  1360',  3  miles  W  of  MO  LFR.  No  maneuvering  authorized  N  through  8W  of  MO  LFR. 

*No  control  zone.  Weather  observations  not  available,  use  Nome  altimeter  settings. 

M8A  within  26  miles  of  faculty:  NE— 4000';  8E— 2000';  8W— 3200';  NW— 4300'. 

City,  Moses  Point;  8tate,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Moses  Point;  Elev.,  14';  Fac.  Class.,  BMRLZ;  Ident.,  MO;  Procedure  No.  LFR-1,  Arndt.  10;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  8up. 

Arndt.  No.  9;  Dated,  16  Dec.  67 


T-^in. . 

300-1 

800-1 

300-1 

C-dn . 

1000-3 

1000-3 

1000-3 

8-dn . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

A-dn . . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  8  side  8W  crs,  214°  Outbnd,  034°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles  8W  Cape  Suckling  Int. 

Minimum  Mtltude  over  faciUty  on  Anal  approach  ers,  None.*  Minimum  altitude  over  Cape  Suckling  Int  Inbnd  on  final  approach,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  faciUty  to  airport,  146—0.3  mUe. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6  mUes  after  passing  Cape  Suckling  Int,  turn  right, 
climb  to  1600'  on  the  SW  crs  (214°)  to  (Jape  Suckling  Int.  Hold  8W  of  Cape  Suckling,  034°  Inbnd,  1-minute  right  turns. 

Notbs:  (1)  VFR  flight  required  from  missed  approach  pwint  to  airport.  (2)  No  maneuvering  approved  NW  through  E  of  airport.  (3)  Use  Yakutat  altimeter,  no  control 
zone,  weather  observations  not  avaUable. 

Caution:  High  mountain  range  N  through  NE  to  ESE  of  airport.  Terrain  2288',  3  mUes  E  of  airport. 

'Initial  approach  to  Yakataga  LFR  not  authorized.  Initial  approach  authorized  to  Cape  Suckling  Int  at  MEA. 

MSA  within  28  miles  of  faciUty;  N— 13,000';  E— 10,600';  8—2000';  W— 12,300'. 

City,  Yakataga;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Yakataga;  Elev.,  12';  Fac.  Class.,  BMRL;  Ident.,  CYT;  Procedure  No.  LFR  1,  Arndt.  11;  Efl.  date,  10 Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  10 

Dated,  26  Dec.  M 

Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Type  NDB 


Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  mametlc.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical  miles 
unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibiUtles  which  are  In  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport.  It  shaU  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  dlflerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  spprc«cbes  shaU  be  made  over  spedfled 
routes.  MiiUmum  altitudes  sbaU  correspond  with  those  establish^  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimuina 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 

From— 

To— 

Condition  66  knots  More 

or  less  than  66 

more  than 
66  knots 

knots 


C-dn  . . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1) 

A-dn. . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2' 

Procedure  turn  *8  side  of  crs,  120*  Outbnd,  300°  Inbnd,  2600'  within  10  miles.  ' 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  700'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  (^° — 1.4  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  mile  of  ANI  RBN,  turn  left,  climb  to  2300'  on 
bearing  210°  within  10  miles. 

Notes: 

ILeft  turn  required  on  takeofl  Runway  28. 

*A11  turns  to  be  made  on  S  side  of  crs.  High  terrain  N. 

%Departure:  Northeastbound,  climb  on  the  210°  bearing  of  the  ANI  RBN  within  18  miles,  to  cross  the  RBN  at  or  above  3600'.  Terrain  1000',  2  miles  N  of  ANI  RBN. 
Terrain  687',  3  miles  W  of  ANI  RBN. 

When  control  zone  not  eflective,  minlmums  for  all  aircraft  raised  to  1000-2,  alternate  mlnlmnina  not  authorized,  use  Bethel  altimeter  setting. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 4600';  090°-180°— 4700';  180°-270°— 3000';  270°-360°— 2700'. 

City,  Anlak;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Anlak;  Elev.,  86';  Fac.  Class.,  BHZ;  Ident.,  ANI;  Procedure  No.  ADF  1,  Amdt.  2;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated, 

16  Oct.  66 
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Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  aiiport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical  miles 
udIoss  otbenHae  Indicated,  except  visibilities  wfaicb  are  In  statute  mlliw. 

If  an  instmment  approMfa  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  beloiv  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  acoordanee  with  the  following  Instrument  appraneb  proeednre, 
unless  an  approach  is  oonducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  tor  soch  airport  authorized  by  tbe  Administrator.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  inade  over  specifked 
routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  opoatiou  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  lorth  below. 


'Transition 

Ceiling  ftnd  visibility  TniiiifniLma  | 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 

Course  and 

MinimiiTn 

3-«igine, 

From— 

To— 

distance 

altitude 

CoodttlMi 

06knoU 

More 

more  than 

(ket) 

or  lesB 

than  65 

66  knots 

knots 

T-dn. . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-U 

C-dn* . 

400-1 

600-1 

600-1^ 

A-dn* . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Shuttle  to  2000'  on  ers,  031*  Outbnd,  211*  Inbnd. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  ers,  031*  Outbnd,  211*  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approadi  ers,  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  211° — 0.7  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmmns  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.7  mile  after  passing  FTO  RBn,  climb  to  2000*  on 
ers,  211°  from  FTO  RBn  within  20  miles.  • 

Caution:  Antenna  494'  MSL  located  mi  airport. 

Note;  Avoid  flight  below  300  feet  above  terrain  between  4500'  and  5600'  from  end  of  Runway  2L 

*Wben  control  zone  not  effective/altimeter  not  available  the  following  aiH>lies:  (A)  Use  Fairbanks  altimeter  setting.  (B)  Ceiling  and  visibility  mintmiime,  all  aircraft  ralssd 
to  1100-2.  (C)  Alternate  minimums  not  authorized. 

City,  Fort  Yukon;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name.  Fort  Yukon  Municipal;  Elev.,  431';  Fac.  Class.,  H:  Ident.,  FTO;  Proeednre  No.  NDB  (ADF)-t,  Amdt.  1;  Eff.  date.  U)  Apr. 

68;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  ADF  1,  Orig.;  Dated,  13  July  63 

Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — ^Ttpe  NDB 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nantleal  miles 
unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  oonducted  at  tbe  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  acoordanee  with  tbe  feUowing  tnatnment  ■pproacb  proeednre, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  tbe  Administrator.  Initial  approMbee  be  orer  apedlied 
routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correepoDd  with  those  established  tor  en  route  operation  In  tbe  particular  area  or  as  set  lortta  belov. 


'TraiHttlaa 

CeUiDg  and  vWblllty  mlnlmuma 

Front- 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Mlnlmnni 

altitude 

(feet) 

Conditioa 

3-engtne  or  leM 

66  knots  More 

or  less  than  66 

knots 

More  than 

2-englne, 
more  than 

66  knots 

T-dn. . 

300-1 

300-1 

T-dn-1* . 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2 

C-dn#. . 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2 

8-dn-lO# . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

A-dn.. . . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Shuttle  descent  to  3600'  in  1-minute  holding  pattern,  right  turns,  286°  Outbnd,  106°  Inbnd.  Shuttle  descent  below  SOOV  not  authorised,  procedure  turn  required. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  286°  Outbnd,  106°  Inbnd,  2700'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  over  QAV  RBn  on  final,  1100';  over  QST  LFR,  800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  106°— 3.9  miles. 

It  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlntmums  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  arithin  3.9  miles  after  passing  OAV  RBn,  climb  to  4500'  on 
106°  bearing  OAV  RBn  within  20  miles,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  within  3.9  miles  after  passing  QAV  RBn,  tom  right,  ettmb  to  3000'  on  NW  cis  OST  LFR  within  10  miles. 
Note:  Use  Juneau  remote  altimeter,  no  control  zone,  weather  observations  not  available. 

•Turn  right  after  takeoff. 

IManeuvering  N  through  E  of  airport  not  authorized,  terrain  to  3000',  4.8  miles  NE  of  airport,  4000',  6.1  miles  NE  at  approach  crs,  sad  8.7  mQes  NW  LFR.  Mountafaioos 
terrain  all  quadrwts. 

MSA  within  25  milta  of  facUity:  000*-090°— 7300';  090°-180°— 6900';  180°-270°— 6600';  270°-360°— 8000'. 

City,  Qustavus;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Qustavus;  Elev.,  30';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  OAV;  Proeednre  No.  ADF  1,  Amdt.  7;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  6; 

Dated,  19  Sept.  64 

Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — ^Ttpe  NDB  (ADF) 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  mametlc.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nautical  miles 
unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  oonducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  tbe  Administrator.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  specified 
routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  tbe  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  182°  Outbnd,  002°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  002° — 4.1  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.1  miles  after  passing  LOM,  make  left-climbing  turn 
to  2500'  and  proceed  direct  to  RFD  VOR  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  left-climbing  turn  to  2000'  direct  to  LOM. 

*2000'  after  passing  RFD  VOR,  R  090*. 

MSA  within  25  mUes  of  facility:  000°-090°— 2300';  090*-180*— 2500';  180°-270*— 2300';  270*-360*— 2600'. 

City,  Rockford;  State,  ID.;  Airport  name.  Greater  Rockford;  Elev.,  735';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  RF;  Procedure  No.  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  36,  Amdt.  0;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  8;  Dated,  27  May  67 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Stakdard  Insthduent  Approach  Procedure — Type  NDB  (ADF) — Continued 


_  — -  Tudor  Int _ 

TT.A.BORfi* 

wmn  T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

Marysville  VOR _ _ 

„  Tudor  Int . . 

_  MYV,  Rm° 

5>nno  r.-dn° 

600-1 

600-1 

isnn  R-dn-1fii 

400-1 

400-1 

TLA,R  ORfi, 

3000  A-dn... 

.  800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

SAC,  R  342, 

2000 

lead  radial. 

Sacramento  VOR _ _ Levee  lOM . . . Direct . 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  342**  Outbnd,  162°  Indbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  162°— 6.2  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnlmums  of  if  landing  not  accomplished  6.2  miles  after  passing  LOM,  make  a  right-climbing  turn, 
proceed  direct  to  liOM  and  continue  climbing  to  2000'  in  a  1-minute  holding  pattern  N  of  the  LOM  (right  turns,  342°Outbnd,  162°Inbnd),  or  when  authorized  by  ATC.  climb 
to  2000'  on  162°  bearing  from  Levee  LOM  and  329°  radial  of  SAC  VOR  to  the  SAC  VOR. 

#Reductions  not  auth(Hized. 

*A11  circling  must  be  accomplished  W  of  Runways  16/34  due  to  MCC  AFB  trafilc. 

MSA  within  26  mUes  of  LOM:  000°-180°— 4000';  180°-270°— 4100';  270°-360°-3200'. 

City,  Sacramento;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  name,  Sacramento  Metropolitan;  Elev.,  23';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;Ident.,  SM;  Procedure  No.  NDB(ADF)  Runway  16,  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  date 

10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  27  Oct  67  ' 


2000  T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

20rw^ 

Limestone  (LM)  LOM  (NOPT)... 

2000  C-dn  « 

fVWI 

STL VORTAC _ 

2000  8-dn-12'R<a^ 

400-1 

44YV-1 

2000  A-dn  . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Steeple  (ST)  LOM._  . 

2000 

2000 

2600 

2200 

2600 

Moimds  Int _  _ 

—  Direct _ _ 

2100 

Radar  vectoring. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  297°  Outbnd,  117°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

BiUnimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  117° — 6.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.3  miles  after  passing  LM  LOM,  proceed  to  MTS 
VORTAC  via  Cardinal  Int  climbing  to  2400'  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  proceed  to  Steeple  (ST)  LOM  via  Cardinal  Int  climbing  to  1900'. 

Caution:  (1)  Vehicular  traffic  crossing  perpendicular  to  approach  crs  and  extending  above  AL8  900'  from  threshold  Runway  12R.  (2)  Trees  approximately  3800'  from 
approach  end  of  Runway  12R,  on  runway  centerline,  to  an  elevation  of  649'  MSL  may  obscure  portions  of  approach  light  system  during  final  approach. 

©Sliding  scale  not  authorized. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2100';  090°-180°— 2700';  180°-270°— 2200';  270°-360°— 2200'. 


City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,A71';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  LM;  Procedure  No.  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  12R,  Arndt.  3;  Efl. 

date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  9  Dec.  67 


STT.VnRTAn  __  _ 

....  Steeple  fSTl  LOM  _ 

....  Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

....  Steeple  fST)  LOM  fNOP'T) 

....  Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

Staunton  Int . 

....  Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

_ Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

. Direct. 

.  Steeple  fSTl  LOM.  . 

_ Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

Mounds  Int . 

....  Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

_ Direct. 

1900  T-dn _  800-1 

2600  C-dn . 800-1 

1800  8-dn-24 .  800-1 

2000  A-dn .  800-2 

1900 

2000 

2600 

2000 

2100 


300-1  200-M 

600-1  600-lH 

600-1  600-1 

800-2  800-2 


Radar  vectoring. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  058°  Outbnd,  238°  Inbnd,  1900'  within  10  miles  of  Steeple  (ST)  LOM. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  afri^rt,  238°— 4.2  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.2  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2400'  on  crs  of 
238°  to  Lake  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  (N)  turn,  climb  to  2400'  direct  to  STL  VOR'TAC. 

MSA:  000°-09oM900';  090°-270°— 2700';  270°-360°— 2100', 

City, St. Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  ST;  Procedure  No.  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  24,  Arndt.  26;  Efl. 

date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  AD  FI,  Amdk.  24;  Dated,  17  Sept.  66 


TEA  VOR . 

. TEA  NDB . 

23nn  T-d 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-H 

C-d . . 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2" 

S-d . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

A-d . 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 

Procedure  turn  S  dde  of  crs,  211°  Outbnd,  031°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1100'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  mile  of  TEA  NDB,  turn  left,  climb  to  2300'  on  211* 
bearing  within  10  miles. 

Caution:  (1)  676'  terrain,  1.1  miles  S  of  airport.  (2)  Mountain  range  NE  through  SE  within  2  to  4  miles  of  airport,  rises  to  1400'.- 
MS A  within  26  mUes  of  facility;  066°-148°— 7^;  148°-238°— 3800';  238°-326°— 7100';  326°-068°— 6200'. 

City,  Talkeetna:  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Talkeetna;  Elev.,  368';  Fac.  Class.,  BH;  Ident.,  TETA;  Procedure  No.  NDB  (ADF)-l,  Arndt.  9;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  8;  Dated,  27  Jan.  68 


/ 
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standard  instrument  Approach  Procedurk — Ttpn  YOa 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radiais  are  mametic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical  miles 
onless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  Instrument  approach  iirocedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  ^  the  bdow  muned  airport,  it  shall  be  in  aoeordance  with  the  following  Instmment  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approadi  is  conducted  in  accordance  wUh  a  dlflerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  specified 
routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shaU  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition  Celling  and  visibility  mlnlmums 


2-englne  or  less  More  than 

Coarse  and  Minimum  - 2-engine, 

From —  To—  distance  altitude  Condition  65  knots  More  more  than 

(feet)  or  less  than  65  66  knots 

knots 


FYU  VOR. 

isno  T-iln 

300-1 

300-1 

SOO-H 

C-dn° . . 

500-1 

600-1 

800-iH 

8-dn-3* . . 

600-1 

600-1 

800-1 

A-dn*. . . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  BE  side  of  crs,  183°  Outbnd,  003°  Inbnd,  ISOO*  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  faciiity  on  final  approach  crs,  OCiO'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofi  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  3,  (80*— 1  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authculzed  landing  Tninimnms  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  mile,  turn  right,  dimb  to  2000'  on  R  045°  within  20 
miles. 

Caution:  Restricted  area.  Avoid  flight  below  300'  above  terrain  between  4500'  and  5500'  from  end  of  Runway  21. 

‘When  control  zone  not  eflective/altimeter  not  available  the  following  applies:  (A)  Use  Fairbanks  altimeter  setting.  (B)  Ceiling  and  visibility  minimnina,  all  aircraft,  straight- 
in  and  circling  raised  to  1100-2.  (C)  Alternate  minimiini.s  not  authorized. 

City,  Fwt  Yukon;State,AlaAa;  Airport  name.  Fort  Yukon  Municipal;  Elev.,  431';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVOR;Ident.,FYU;  Procedure  No.  VOR-3,  Arndt.  2;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  OK 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  'Ter  VDR-3,  Aindt  i;  Dated,  31  Aug.  63 


.  ..  FYUVOR... 

TMrpct  . 

1500  T-dn  ._ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-^ 

C-dn* . 

.  .  _ 

600-1 

fOO-l 

800-'l>j 

8-dn-21*.„ 

600-1 

800-1 

100-1 

A-dn* . 

— — 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  045°  Outbnd,  225°  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  900'. 

Facility  on  airport.  Crs  and  distance,  breakofi  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  21,  210^—1  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorize  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  mile,  turn  left,  climb  to  2000'  on  R  183°  within  20 
miles. 

Caution:  Restricted  area.  Avoid  flight  below  300'  above  terrain  between  4500*  and  5500'  from  end  of  Runway  21. 

‘When  control  zone  not  eflective/altimeter  not  available  the  following  applies:  (A  )  Use  Fairbanks  altimeter  setting.  (B)  Ceiling  and  visibility  TtilnlmiiTn.s,  all  aircraft, 
itraigbt-in  and  circling  raised  to  1100-2.  (C)  Alternate  minimums  not  authorized. 

City,  Fort  Yukon;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name.  Fort  Yukon  Municipal;  Elev.,  431';  Fae.  Class. ,H-BVOR;  Ident.,  FYU;  Procedure  No.  VOR-21,  Arndt.  2;  Efi.  date,  10  Apr. 

69;  Bup.  Arndt.  No.  Ter  VOR-21,  Arndt.  1;  Dated,  31  Aug.  63 


MO  LFR. 


MOB  VO R. 


Direct . .  2700  T-dn*. . .  300-1  800-1  200-M 

C-dn*. . .  SOO-1  900-1  g00-l>^ 

A-dn- . .  NA  NA  NA 


Procedure  turn  B  side  of  crs,  070°  Outbnd,  280°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  914'. 

Facility  (m  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnhnnms  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  mile  of  MOS  VO  R,  tom  left,  climb  to  3000'  on  R  070^ 
within  15  miles. 

*No  control  zone.  Weather  observations  not  available,  use  Nome  altimeter  settings. 

MSA  within  28  miles  of  fsdllty:  000°-090°— 2300';  090°-180P— 2000';  180“-270°— «)0^ 270('-36O“— 4300'. 

City,  Moses  Point;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Moses  Point;  Elev.,  14';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVOR;  Ident.,  MOS;  Procedure  No.  VOR-1,  Arndt.  2;  Bfl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  16  Deo.  67 


.  STL  VORTAC _ 

Direct 

2400  T-dB_  .  _ 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-}4 

R  299°,  STL  VORTAC  CW 

R  .315°,  STL  VORTAC 

Vl»  T-mllA  niTK 

2400  C-d  .  ._ 

700-1 

700-1 

700>lH 

Arc. 

C-n . . 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2  ■ 

R  057°,  STL  VORTAC  CCW___ 

. .  ..  R  315°,  STL  VORTAC _ 

2400  S-t-VOj  _ 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1 

Are. 

8-0-121, _ 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2 

T-mile  DMR  Fix,  R  .31.5°. . . .  _ 

STL  VORTAC  (NOPTl 

2400  A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Mlnimnini  with  DME  or  Dual  VOR  receivers: 

C-dn _ 

800-1 

600-1 

800-1)4 

S -dn"!  2L  .  _  •  _  .  M 

SOO-1 

600-1 

600-1 

Radar  vectoring. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  315°  Outbnd,  135°  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  aititude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2400';  over  4-mile  DME  Fix  or  Levee  Int,  1271'j 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  135°— 8.6  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  8.5  miles  after  passing  STL  VORTAC  make  right 
turn,  climb  to  2400'  direct  to  Lake  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  left  turn,  climb  to  1900'  direct  to  Staple  (ST)  LOM. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2100';  090°-180°— 2700';  180°-270°— 2100';  270°-360°— 2200'. 

Note:  Radar  identification  of  Levee  Int  authorized. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  STL;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  12L,  Arndt.  2; 

Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  VOR  2,  Arndt.  1;  Dated,  17  Sept.  66 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

standard  Instrumbnt  Approach  Procedure — Type  VOE— Continued 


Maryland  Heigh ta  VORTAC... 
R  229%  STL  VORTAC  CW.. 

R  057*,  STL  VORTAC  CCW. 

7-nille  DME  Fix,  R  318° . 


STL  VORTAC . Direct . 

R  318°,  STL  VORTAC . .  Via  7-inUe  DME 

Arc. 

R  318°,  STL  VORTAC . Via  7-nille  DME 

Arc. 

STL  VORTAC  (NOPT) . Direct . 


2400 

T-dn. . - 

300-1 

300-1 

200-U 

2400 

C-d. . 

500-1 

600-1 

50O-1U 

C-n . 

500-2 

500-2 

500-2^ 

2400 

S-d-12R» . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

S-n-12R* . 

500-2 

500-2 

600-2 

2400 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Mlnimums  with  DME  or  Dual  VOR  receivers: 

S-dn-12R* . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

Radar  vectoring. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  318°  Outbnd,  138°  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2400';  over  4-mlle  DME  Fix  or  St.  Charles  Int,  1071'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  138°— 8  miles.  St.  Charles  Int  to  airport,  138°— 4  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  8  miles  after  passing  STL  VORTAC,  make  richt 
turn,  climb  to  2400'  direct  to  Lake  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  left  turn,  climb  to  lOOV  direct  to  Steeple  (ST)  LOM. 

Caution:  Trees  approximately  3800'  from  approach  end  of  Runway  12R,  on  runway  centerline,  to  an  elevation  of  649'  M8L  may  obscure  portions  of  approach  light  system 
on  final  approach. 


Note;  Radar  identification  of  St.  Charles  Int  authorized. 

’Reduction  below  1  mile  not  authorized. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2100';  090°-180°— 2700';  180°-270°— 2100';  270°-360°— 2200'. 


City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  571';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  STL;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  12R,  Arndt.  !!• 

Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  VOR  1,  Arndt.  10;  Dated,  17  Sept.  66 


Geyserville  INT. 

APC  VOR . 

PYE  VOR . 

Redwood  INT„ 
STS  VOR . 


STS  VOR . Direct. 

Redwood  IN'T . Direct. 

Redwood  INT.. . Direct. 

Monroe  INT/FM  (NOPT) . Direct. 

Monroe  INT/FM . Direct. 


3000  T-dn% .  306-1  300-1  200-V< 

3500  C-dn# .  500-1  600-1  600-lU 

3000  S-dn-32# .  400-1  400-1  400-1 

2000  A-dn° .  800-2  800-2  800-2 

3000 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  136°  Outbnd,  316°  Inbnd,  2600'  within  10  miles  of  Monroe  INT/FM. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Monroe  INT/FM  on  final  approach  crs,  2000';  over  facility,  526'. 

It  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  mile  after  passing  STS  VOR,  turn  left,  climb  to 
8000'  on  STS  VOR,  R  168°  within  16  mUes. 

•Alternate  mlnimums  not  authorized  when  control  zone  not  effective  except  operators  with  approved  weather  reporting  service. 

%IFR  departures  all  runways:  Climh  via  R  168°  within  16  miles  to  recross  STS  VOR  at  the  following  MCAs:  North  westbound,  V-494,  3000';  nortbeastbound,  V-301,  6000'; 
eastbound,  V'^94, 2600';  direct  Napa  VOR,  2600';  southbound,  V-301  on  crs  climb  authorized. 

#When  control  zone  not  effective:  (1)  700'  ceiling  required;  (2)  use  Hamilton  AFB  altimeter  setting. 

MSA  within  26  mUes  of  facility:  000°-090°— 6400';  090°-180°— 3700';  180°-270°— 3700';  270°-360°— 5a)tf . 

City,  Santa  Rosa;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  name,  Sonoma  County;  Elev.,  125';  Fac.  Class.,  LVOR;  Ident.,  STS;  Procedure  No.  VOR-32,  Arndt.  2;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  13  Feb.  65 


TKA  NDB . TKA  VOR . Direct .  2300  T-d .  300-1  800-1  200-H 

C-d. . 600-1  600-1  600-lH 

A-d. . 800-2  800-2  800-2 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  156°  Outbnd,  336°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  980'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  346°— 1.1  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  u^n  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  mile  of  TKA  VOR,  turn  left,  climb  to  2300'  on 
R  166°  within  10  miles. 

Caution;  (1)  676'  terrain,  1.1  miles  S  of  airport.  (2)  Mountain  range  NE  through  SE  within  2  to  4  miles  of  airport  rises  to  1400'i 
MSA  within  25  mUes  of  facility:  065°-148°— 7800';  145°-236°— 3500';  235°-326°— 7100';  326°-066°— 5200'. 

City,  Talkeetna;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Talkeetna;  Elev.,  358';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVOR;  Ident.,  TKA;  Procedure  No.  VOR-1,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  • 

No.  2;  Dated,  27  Jan.  68 

2.  By  amending  §  97.11  of  Subpart  B  to  delete  low  or  medium  frequency  range  (L/MF) ,  automatic  direction  finding 
(ADF)  and  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  as  follows: 

Portland,  Maine — Municipal,  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  11,  Amdt.  6,  19  Aug.  1967  (established  under  Subpart  C) . 

Ashland,  Ky. — ^Ashland  Boyd  Co.,  VOR  1,  Orlg.,  15  Jan.  1966  (established  under  Subpart  C). 

Calverton,  N.Y. — ^Peconlc  River  Plant  (Orumman),  VOR  1,  Amdt.  3,  4  July  1964  (established  under  Subpart  C.) 

La  Grange,  Oa. — Callaway,  VOR  1,  Amdt.  6,  3  Apr.  1965  (established  under  Subpart  C) . 

Sanlord,  Maine — ^Municipal,  VOR  1,  Amdt.  4,  23  July  1966  (established  under  Subpart  C) . 

Twin  Falls,  Idaho — ^Twln  Falls  Municipal  (JosUn  Field),  VOBr-25,  Amdt.  7,  1  Oct.  1966  (^tablished  tmder  Subpart  C). 

3.  By  amending  S  97.11  of  Subpart  B  to  cancel  low  or  medium  frequency  range  (L/MF) ,  automatic  direction  finding 
(ADF)  and  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  as  follows: 

St.  Louis,  Mo. — ^Lambert-St.  Louis  Mimlcipal,  ADF  2,  Amdt.  10,  17  Sept.  1966. 
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4.  By  amending  §  97.17  of  Subpart  B  to  amend  Instrum^t  landing  system  (ILS)  procedures  as  follows: 

standard  Instrdmbnt  Approach  Procbddrb — Ttp*  ILS 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  teet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical  miles 
Bsless  otherwise  IndictUed,  esoept  vlsibiUties  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

U  an  instrument  H>Pro^  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  bdow  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
nnless  an  approach  is  conductra  in  accordance  with  a  diSerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approaches  stiaU  be  made  over  specified 
routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnimums 

Course  and 
distance 

Mintnmm 

altitude 

(feet) 

2-eDglne  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 

66  knots 

From— 

To— 

Condition 

66  knots 
or  less 

More 
than  65 
knots 

. LOM  (final) . . 

. Via  OBK,  R  272° 

2200 

T-dni 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-V4 

600-l!4 

200-H 

600-2 

ORD  VOR . 

. LOM . 

and  NW  crs 
ORD  ILS. 

2500 

C-dn. . 

600-1 

200-)4 

600-2 

600-1 

200-H 

600-2 

_  LOM _ 

2500 

LOM.. 

2500 

NUes  Int . 

. ORD  VOR . 

1.0M  . 

_ Direct _ _ 

300D 

2fi00 

OBK  VOR . 

. LOM . 

. Direct . 

2500 

Radar  available. 

rrocedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  318°  Outbnd,  138°  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  2200'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2140'— 6.3  miles;  at  MM,  861'-0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.3  miles  after  passing  LOM,  turn  right  to  a  heading  of 
155°  and  climb  to  1500',  then  make  a  right-climbing  turn  to  3500'  and  proceed  to  DPA  VOR  via  R  086°  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right  to  heading  of  155°  and  climb  to 
1600',  then  make  right-cilmblng  turn  to  2500'  and  proceed  to  Elgin  Int  ^a  ORD  R  271°. 

Caution;  When  conducting  a  parallel  approach.  Parallel  ILS— 14  R  &  L  procedure  must  be  used. 

Notes;  (1)  Runway  14R  LOM  named  ‘‘ROMEO".  (2)  Back  crs  unusable. 

Caution;  Takeoffs  on  Runway  32L,  when  weather  is  below  1000-3,  climb  to  2000'  M8L  on  runway  heading  prior  to  making  left  turn. 

%500-^  required  when  glideslope  not  utilized  and  600->4  authorized  with  operative  ALS,  except  for  4-engine  turbojets. 

•RVR  2000'  for  4-cngine  turbojets;  1800'  for  all  other  aircraft. 

#RVR  2400'  authorized  Runways  14  L  and  R,  32  L  and  R,  and  27R. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  OR  LOM;  000°-090°— 2500';  090°-180°— 3000';  180°-360°— 2500'. 

City,  Chicago;  State,  HI.;  Airport  name,  Chicago  O’llare  International;  Elev.,  667';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-ORD;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  14R,  Arndt.  15;  Eli.  date, 

10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  14;  Dated,  26  Dec.  68 


LOM  . 

2400  T-dn°## _  „ 

300-1 

400-1 

200-V4 

600-2 

300-1 

600-1 

200-H 

600-2 

200-J4 

60O-1M 

200-14 

000-2 

Ankeny  INT . 

Grimes  INT _  _ _ 

Elkhart  INT . 

. LOM . 

. LOM . 

LOM 

- - - . 

Direct . . 

_ Direct . . 

2500  C-dn . 

2500  8-dn-30*°# 

2.500  A-dn 

_ LOM  (final)  __ 

2400 

.  .  ..  Mine  INT _ 

2400 

TNU  VOR . . 

2500 

Swan  Int . . 

. Mine  Int . 

. Direct . 

P400 

Radar  avMlable. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  125°  Outbnd,  305°  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  2400'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2371'— 4.3  miles;  AT  MM,  1183'— 0.5  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accmnplisbed  within  4.3  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2600'  on  305° 
bearing  from  LOM,  turn  left,  proceed  direct  to  DSM  VOR,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  3000';  proceed  to  Grimes  Int  via  305°  bearing  from  LOM  and  DSM  VOR  R  331°. 

Caution;  When  1546'  tower,  3.2  miles  NNE  of  airport  not  visible  on  takeoffs  to  N  and  NW,  climb  to  2100'  on  305°  heading,  and  takeons  to  NE  climb  to  2100'  on  0^  head¬ 
ing  before  turning  toward  tower. 

••400->i  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized;  400-14  authorized  with  operative  ALS  except  for  4-engine  turbojets. 

#RVR  2400'.  Descent  below  1157'  not  authorized  unl^  ALS  is  visible. 

##RVR  2400'  authorized  Runway  30. 

MSA  within  26  miles  <A  faeiUty;  000°-090°— 2800';  090°-180°— 2300';  180°-270“— 2400';  270^-360°— 2600'. 

City,  Des  Moines;  State,  Iowa;  Airport  name,  Des  Moines  Municipal;  Elev.,  957';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-DSM;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  30,  Arndt.  11;  Eli.  date,  10  Apr. 

69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  10;  Dated,  30  Jan.  m 


T.OM  (final) 

2000  T-dn** 

300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-2 

200-  H 
600-1)4 
300-5i 
600-2 

PLLVOR . 

RFD von  _ 

. LOM.....: . 

. LOM . 

T.OM  . 

. .  Direct . . . 

. .  Direct . . . 

2600  C-dn . . 

2000  S-dn-36« . . 

2SOO  A-dn 

400-1 

300-« 

SOO-2 

JVLVOR . 

Malta  Int . 

. LOM . 

. LOM . 

. Direct . . 

_ Direct _ 

Via  n  ISO*, 

•2600 

2500 

2000 

RFD  von,  B.  240°  CCW _ 

_ RFD  von,  niBR* _ 

RFD-VOR. 

_ ViaI5.niileDMR 

2600 

16-mile  DME  Fix  RFD  VOR,  R  168* . 

. LOM  (final) . 

Are. 

_ Direct . . 

2000 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  182*  Outbnd,  002*  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  mflea. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbn^  2000'. 

Altitude  at  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  mnway  at  LOM,  I860'— 4.1  miles;  at  MM,  916'— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.1  miles  after  passing  LOM,  make  left-climbing  turn 
to  2500',  proceed  direct  to  RFD  VOR  or,  when  directed  by  ATC;  (1)  climb  to  2600'  on  N  crs  of  ILS  within  10  mileB;  (2)  make  left-cUmblng  turn  2000'  dirert  to  LOIL 
Caution;  High-tension  powerline  894',  AMSL  0.7  mile  N  of  Outer  Marker. 

<400-5^  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized. 

•2000'  after  passing  RFD  VOR,  R  090*. 

••  RV  R  2400'  authorized  Runway  36. 

$RVR4000'. 

MSA  within  25  mileB  of  RF  LOM:  000*-4»0*— 2300'  ;000°-180°— 2600';  180*-270°— 2300';  270*-360*— 2600'. 

City,  Rockford;  State,  m.;  Airport  name.  Greater  Rockford;  Elev.,  736';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident„  I-RFD;  Precednre  No.  ILS  Runway  36,  Amdt.  10;  EfI.  date,  10  Apr.  69; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  9;  Dated,  8  J^uly  67 
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Standabd  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — ^Ttpb  ILS — Continued 


Transition 


Ceiling  and  visibility  TtilnlTniiTnn 


Prom— 


To- 


2-engine  or  less  More  than 
Coarse  and  Mlnltnnin  -  -  .  .  ,  2-englne, 

distance  altitude  Condition  6C  knots  More  more  than 
I  (feet)  or  less  than  66  66  knots 

knots 


Grimes  Int . Tudor  Int . ILA,  R  086° _ 

MYV  VOR . Tudor  Int . MYV,  R  173°.. 

Newcastle  Int . Tudw  Int . ILA,  R  086°, 

SAC,  R  342° 
lead  radial. 

SAC  VOR _ _ _ Levee  LOM . Direct . . 

Harter  Int . Tudor  Int . LOG  N  crs . 

Tudor  Int . Levee  LOM  (final) . LOC  N  crs . 


2000  T-dn% _  300-1 

2000  C-dn* .  600-1 

3000  S-dn-16#$ .  200-VS 

A-dn .  600-2 

2000 

2000 

1600 


300-1  200-K 

600-1  800-lU 

2oo-yi  200-)? 

600-2  600-2 


Radar  available. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  342°  Outbnd,  162°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  1600'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  1491'— 6.2  miles;  at  MM,  214'— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  4.7  miles  after  passing  OM,  climb  straight  ahead  to  323',  turn 
right  to  heading  300°,  continue  climb  to  2000'  and  proceed  to  Yolo  Int  via  SAC  R  320°  w,  when  authorized  by  ATC,  climb  to  2000'  on  the  S  crs  of  the  localizer  and  R  329°  to 
SAC  VOR.  • 

Notes:  (1)  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  at  28  miles  from  the  SAC  VOR  at  3000'  between  R  329°  and  R  036°  CW  to  position  aircraft  on  SMF  localizer  N 
crs  for  stralght-in  approach  with  eli^nation  of  procedure  turn.  (2)  Glide  slope  imusable  Inside  MM. 

#RVR  2000',  4-engine  turbojet  and  RVR  1800',  other  aircraft.  Descent  below  223'  not  authorized  unless  approach  lights  are  visible. 

%RVR  2000'  authwized  Runway  16  for  4-engine  turbojet;  RVR  1800'  authorized  other  aircraft. 

$300-^  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized.  Reductions  not  authorized. 

•All  circling  must  be  accomplished  W  of  Runways  16/34  due  to  MCC  AFB  traffic. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  LOM:  000°-180°— 4000';  180°-270°— 4100';  270°-360°— 3200'. 


City,  Sacramento;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  name,  Sacramento  Metropolitan;  Elev.,  23';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-SMF;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  16,  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr. 

69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orlg.;  Dat^,  ^  Oct.  67 

MTH  VORTAC  . 

Lake  Tnt  fNOPTl 

2200  T-dn)## _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

STL  VORTAC . 

2400  C-<lll  _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1)4 

S-dn-6@... 

600-1 

600-1 

800-1 

A-dn _ 

— 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  238°  Outbnd,  058°  Inbnd,  2400'  writhln  10  miles  of  Lake  Int. 

Altitude  over  Lake  Int,  2200'.  Distance  from  Lake  Int  to  Runway  6, 6.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.3  miles  after  passing  Lake  Int,  climb  to  1900'  on 
NE  crs  ILS  to  Steeple  (ST)  LOM,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  m^e  left  (N)  turn,  climb  to  240u  direct  to  STL  VOR'TAC. 

##RVR  2400'  authorized  Runway  24. 

@500-^  authorized  with  operative  SALS  or  HIRL  except  for  4-engine  turbojets.  Reduction  below  K  mile  not  authorized. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,^I-STL;  Procedure  No.  LOC  (BC)  Runway  6,  Arndt.  18;  Eft. 

date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  IL^,  Arndt.  17  (back  os);  Dated,  17  Sept.  66 


Cardinal  Int.. . Limestone  (LM)  LOM. 


Direct. 


RTT.  VORTAC . . 

and  NW  crs 

LMR  ILS. 

2400 

. Limestone  (LM)  LOM . 

2400 

Steeple  tSTl  LOM__  . 

2400 

2400 

2600 

2400 

2600 

Moimds  Int . 

_ Direct _ _ 

2400 

T-dnl# _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)^ 

C-dn . . 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1)4 

S-dn-12R@ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

Radar  vectoring. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  297°  Outbnd,  117°  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  2400'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2303'— 6.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  lading  minimums  or  if  landl^  not  accomplished  within  6.3  miles  after  passing  LM  LOM,  proceed  to  MTS 
VORTAC  vto  Cardinal  Int,  climbing  to  2400'  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  proceed  to  Steeple  (S'T)  LOM  via  Cardinal  InL  climbing  to  1900'. 

Caution:  (1)  Vehicular  traffic  crossing  perpendicular  to  approach  crs  and  extending  above  ALs  900'  from  threshold  Runway  12R.  (2)  Trees  M>Ptoximately  3800'  from  ap¬ 
proach  end  of  Runway  12R,  on  runway  centerline,  to  an  elevation  of  649'  MSL  may  obscure  portions  of  approach  light  system  during  final  approach. 

##RVR  2400'  authorized  Runway  24. 

©Reduction  not  authorized. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  LM  LOM:  000°-090°— 2100';  090°-180°— 2700';  180°-270°— 2200';  270°-360*— 2200'. 

Note:  Glide  slope  inoperative  minimums,  400-1  required  when  glide  slope  not  utlliz^. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Fae.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-LMR;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  12R,  Arndt.  6;  ES.  date, 

10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  J^dt.  No.  4;  Dated,  0  Deo.  67 


St.  Louis  VORTAC . 

. Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

1900  T-dn## . 

. Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

nireet 

2finn  c-dn 

Steeple  (ST)  T.OM 

wm  S-<ln-24#(^ 

Steeple  (ST)  T.OM  (NOT>T) 

lonn  A-<in.. 

. Steeple  (ST)  LOM.  . . . . 

1900 

. Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

2000 

Steeple  (ST)  T.OM 

2600 

. Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

2000 

Mounds  Int . 

. Steeple  (ST)  LOM . 

. Direct _ _ 

2100 

Radar  vectoring. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  068°  Outbnd,  238°  Inbnd,  1900'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  1900'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  1862'— 4.2  miles;  at  MM,  759'— 0.6  miles. 

if  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.2  miles  after  passing  ST  LOM,  dimb  to  2400' on  SW  crs 
of  ILS  to  Lake  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  N  turn,  climb  to  2400'  direct  to  STL  VORTAC. 
f  RVR  2400'.  Descent  below  771'  not  authorized  unless  approach  lights  are  visible. 

##RVR  2400'  authorized  Rimway  24. 

@400-^  (RVR  40000  Required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized  and  400-H  (RVR  24000  authorized  with  operative  ALS,  except  for  4-englne  turbojets: 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Fae.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-STL;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  M,  Arndt.  30;  ES.  date, 

10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  ILS-24,  Arndt.  29;  Dated,  17  Sept.  66 
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Standard  Instrument  Approach  Frocbdurb — Tips  ILS — Continued 


Transition  Celling  and  visibility  mlnlTunins 


From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimiim 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

Z-englne  or  leas 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More 
than  66 
knots 

TOY VORTAC . 

. Cardinal  Int  (NOPT) . 

. Via  TO  Y,  R  230', 

2000 

T-dn## . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-V5 

and  SE  crs 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-i^ 

LMR  ILS. 

S-dn-30L# . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn.. . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  not  authorized.  Radar  required.  Final  approach  ers,  297'  Inbnd. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Cardinal  Int  on  final  approach  ers,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Cardinal  Int  to  airport,  297'— 5  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5  miles  after  passing  Cardinal  Int,  climb  to  2000' 
direct  to  Limestone  (LM)  LOM  and  hold  on  297'  bearing  from  Limestone  (LM)  LOM  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  turn,  climb  to  1900',  proceed  to  Steeple  (ST) 
LOM. 

Note;  Radar  identification  of  Cardinal  Int  authorized. 

#  Reduction  not  authorized. 

##RVR  2400'  authorized  Runway  24. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-LMR;  Procedure  No.  LOG  (BC)  Runway  SOL,  Arndt.  2; 

Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  ILS-30L,  Arndt.  1  (back  crs) ;  Dated,  20  Nov.  66 

5.  By  amending  §  97.17  of  Subpart  B  to  delete  instrument  landing  system  (ILS)  procedures  as  follows: 

Calverton,  N.Y. — Peconic  River  Plant  (Grumman),  ILS-5,  Arndt.  4,  1  May  1965  (established  under  Subpart  C). 

Portland,  Maine — Municipal,  ILS  Runway  11,  Arndt.  7,  19  Aug.  1967  (established  under  Subpart  C). 

6.  By  amending  §  97.19  of  Subpart  B  to  amend  radar  procedures  as  follows: 

Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Tvpe  Radar 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical  miles 
unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  a  radar  Instrument  approach  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  procedure,  unless  an  approach  is  conducted 
in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  authorized  for  such  airport  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altltude(s)  shall 
correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  identification  must  be  established  with  the  radar  controller.  From 
initial  contact  with  radar  to  final  authorized  landing  minimums,  the  instractions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when  (A)  visual  contact  is  established  on  final 
approach  at  or  before  descent  to  the  authorized  landing  minimums,  or  (B)  at  pilot’s  discretion  if  it  appears  desirable  to  discontinue  the  approach.  Except  when  the  radar  con¬ 
troller  may  direct  otherwise  prior  to  final  approach,  a  missed  approach  shall !:«  executed  as  provided  below  when  (A)  communication  on  final  approach  is  lost  for  more  than  6 
seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  for  more  than  30  seconds  during  a  surveillance  approach;  (B)  directed  by  radar  controller;  (C)  visual  contwt  is  not  established  upon  de¬ 
scent  to  authorize  landing  mlnlmum.s;  or  (D)  if  landing  is  not  accomplished. 


Transition  Celling  and  visibility  minimums  ' 


From— 

.  To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More 
than  66 
knots 

Surveillance  approach 

000'-360' . 

. 0-8 . 

2000 

T-dn# . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

210°-146' . 

. 8-26 . 

2400 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-iH 

145'-210' . 

. 8-26 . 

2600 

S-dn-6, 17,  24, 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

30L,  36.@ 

S-dn-12L, 

600-1 

600-1 

soo-iyi 

30R.@ 

S-dn-12R@.. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitudes;  All  bearings  and  distances  are  from  the  radar  site. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  climb  to  2400',  proceed  direct  to  STL  VORTAC  or,  when 
directed  by  A'TC,  climb  to  2400'  direct  to  Lake  Int  or  climb  to  1900'  direct  to  Steeple  (ST)  LOM. 

Notes;  @S-dn-6  and  36 — 600-Ji  authorized  with  operative  SALS  or  HIRL,  except  for  4-englne  turbojets.  Reduction  below  mile  not  authorized.  S-dn-30R,  30L,  12R, 
12L,  and  17-^eduction  below  1  mUe  not  authorized.  S-<in-24— 600-)^  (RVR4000)  authorized  with  operative  HIRL,  60()-)4  (RVR2400)  authorized  with  operative  ALS,  except 
for  4-engine  turbojets. 

Caution;  Trees  approximately  3800'  from  approach  end  of  Runway  12R,  on  runway  centerline,  to  an  elevation  of  649'  MSL  may  obscure  portions  of  approach  light  system 
during  final  approach. 

#RVR  (2400')  authorized  Runway  24. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Facility,  St.  Louis  Radar;  Procedure  No.  Radar  1,  Arndt.  13;  Efl  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  12;  Dated,  4  July  68 
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7,  By  amending  §  97.21  of  Subpart  C  to  amend  low  or  medium  frequency  range  (L/MP)  procedures  as  follows: 

STAin>ARD  IWSTEUBreHT  APPROACH  PBOCRDCTR* — TTPR  LFR 


Bearings,  headings,  oonrses  and  radlato  are  magnetic.  Bleratlons  and  ritltudea  are  In  feet  MSL,  except  HAT,  HAA,  M»d  RA.  C^lings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation 
Dlstaneee  are  In  nautical  mliiae  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles  or  hundreds  of  feet  RVB. 

If  an  Instram^  approach  procedure  of  the  above  t  jroe  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport.  It  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  dlflerent  procedure  lor  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  minimum  altltuilM  shall  corresnond 
with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  In  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  ^ 


T«minal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To— 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  2.4  miles  after  passing  AC  LFR. 

AN  LOM . 

. . AC  LFR . 

1500 

Climb  to  1500'  left  turn  direct  to  AC  LFR. 
Supplementary  charting  Information: 
Radar  antenna  368',  1.1  miles  8W  Run¬ 
way  6.  Antenna  276',  0.9  mile  W  Runway 
13.  TV  antenna  488',  1.5  miles  NE  Run¬ 
way  24. 

ANC  VORTAC . 

. AC  LFR . 

. . Direct _ 

.  1600 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  183°  Outbnd,  003°  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles  of  AC  LFR. 

FAF,  AC  LFR.  Final  approach  crs,  315°.  Distance  FAF  to  2.4  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  AC  LFR,  800'. 

MSA:  NE— 8600';  8E— 6100';  8W— 3000';  NW— 1600'. 

Notes:  (1)  ASR.  (2)  IFR  departures  must  comply  with  published  Anchorage  SID’s. 

%  RVR  24  authorized  Runway  06. 

_ Day  and  Night  Minimums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

.  680 

1 

659 

680 

1 

559 

800 

H5 

679 

800 

2 

679 

A . 

. Standard. 

T  2-eng.  or  less— Standard.% 

T  over  2-eng.— Standard.% 

City,  Anchorage;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Ankorage  International;  Elev.,  121';  Fadllty,  AC;  Procedure  No.  LFR-1,  Arndt.  11;  EfI.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  10; 

Dated,  18  Apr.  68 


8.  By  amending-!  97.23  of  Subpart  C  to  establish  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  and  very  high  frequency- 
distance  measuring  equipment  (VOR/DME)  procedures  as  follows: 

Standard  instrument  Approach  Procedure — Type  VOR 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MBL,  except  HAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation. 
Distances  are  in  nautliAl  miles  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibiiities  which  are  In  statute  miles  or  hundreds  of  feet  RVR. 

if  an  Instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  dlnerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authc^ed  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  minimum  altitudes  sbsdl  conespond 
with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  In  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

Minimum 

From— 

To- 

Via 

altitudes  MAP:  6  miles  after  passing  Greenup  Int. 
(feet) 

ECB  VOR . YRK  VOR . Direct .  3000  Climbing  left  turn  to  3000'  direct  YRK 

HT  LOM... . .  YRK  VOR . . Direct . . .  3000  VOR  and  hold;  or,  when  directed  by 

YRK  VOR..„ . . . -  Greenup  Int  (NO P'T) . Direct .  2000  ATC,  right-climbing  turn  to  2600'  on 

crs  139°  direct  HT  LOM.  Hold  W,  1 
minute,  right  turns,  114°  Inbnd. 

Supplementary  charting  information:  Hold 
W,  1  minute,  right  turns,  118°  Inbnd. 
Ffoal  approach  crs  intercepts  Runway 

.  10  threshold.  Chart  102^  powerline 

tower,  38°34'32"  N./82°47'iy'  W, 


Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  298°  Outbnd,  118°  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles  of  YRK  VOR. 

FAF,  Greenup  Int.  Final  approach  crs,  118°.  Distance  FAF  to  BlAP,  6  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  YRK  VOR,  3000';  over  Greenup  Int,  2000'. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2400';  090°-180°— 2300';  180°-270°— 2500';  270°-360°— 2500'. 

Note;  Use  Huntington  altimeter  setting. 

Caution:  Transmb^on  line  towers  of  varying  heights  to  1028'  MSL  within  2  miles  NW  of  airport  crossing  final  approach  crs. 

Day  and  Night  Mintmums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

’  C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

8-10.... 

.  1340 

1 

794 

1340 

lyi 

794 

1340 

IH 

794 

na 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

0 . . 

.  1340 

1 

794 

1340 

794 

1380 

834 

NA 

A... . Not  authorized. 


T  2-eng.  or  less— Standard. 


T  over  2-eng.— Standard. 


City,  Ashland; State,  Ky.; Airport  name,  Ashland-Boyd  County;  Elev.,  546';  Facility,  YRK;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  10,  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Amdt.  No. 

VOR  1,  Orig.;  Dated,  16  Jan.  66 
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Stamdaro  INSTRCMKNT  APPROACH  Procrddre — Typr  VOR — Continued 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

- 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  4.6  miles  after  passing  RVH  VOR. 

Climbing  left  turn  to  1800'  direct  to  RVH 
VOR  and  hold. 

Simplementary  charting  information:  Hold 
B,  1  minute,  right  turns,  270°  Inbnd.  646' 
tower,  6.2  mUes  SW  RVH  VOR.  560' 
tower,  2  miles  NW  RVH  VOR.  502' 
tower,  1.7  mUes  8E  RVH  VOR.  227' 
tower,  1.5  miles  NNE  Peconlc  Control 
Tower. 


Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  270°  Outbnd,  090°  Inhnd,  1800'  within  10  miles  of  RVH  VOR. 

FAF,  RVH  VOR.  Final  approach  crs,  090°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  4.6  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  RVH  VOR,  1800'. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 1700';  090°-180°— 1600';  180°-270°— 1700';  270°-360°— 2100'. 

Note:  Procedure  authorized  only  dming  hours  of  airport  operation  0800-1630  local  Monday  through  Friday. 


Day  and  Night  Miniuums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA  MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

.  540 

1 

466 

540 

1 

465 

540 

465  640 

2 

665 

A . 

. Standard. 

T  2-eng.  or  less— Standard. 

T  over  2-eng, 

.—Standard. 

City,  Calverton;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  name,  Peconlc  River  Plant  (Grumman);  Elev.,  75';  Facility,  RVH;  Procedure  No.  VOR-1,  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  VO  R  1,  Arndt.  3;  Dated,  4  July  64 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  6.8  miles  after  passing  LQC  VOR. 

Miller  Int . LQC  VOR  (NOPT). . Direct .  2400  Climbing  right  turn  to  2600' direct  to  LQC 

Newnan  Int .  LQC  VOR . Direct .  2400  VOR  and  hold. 

Big  Spring  Int . LQC  VOR . Direct .  2400  Supplementary  charting  information:  Hold 

SW,  1  minute,  right  turns,  048*  Inbnd. 
Final  approach  as  to  runway  threshold. 
LRCO,  123.6  ANB  FS8.  TDZ  elevation, 
676'. 


Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  289°  Outbnd,  109°  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  miles  of  LQC  VOR. 
FAF,  LQC  VOR.  Final  approach  crs,  109°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  6.8  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  LQC  VOR,  2400'. 

MSA:  090°-180°— 3400';  180°-270°— 2300';  270°-090°— 3600'. 

Notes:  (1)  Use  CSQ  APC  altimeter  setting.  (2)  No  weather  reporting. 

°Night  operation  not  authorized  Runways  2/20,  7/25. 


Day  and  Night  Minimuhs 


A 

B 

C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

B-13... 

.  1280 

1 

604 

1280 

1 

604 

1280 

1 

604 

NA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C° . 

.  1340 

1 

647 

1340 

1 

647 

1340 

647 

NA 

A . 

_ Not  authorized. 

T  2-eDg.  or  less— Standard.* 

T  over  2-eng.— Standard.* 

City,  La  Grange;  State,  Qa.;  Airport  name,  Callaway;  Elev.,  693';  Facility,  LQC;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  13,  Arndt.  7;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  09;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  VOR  1, 

Arndt.  6;  Dated,  3  Apr.  66 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Btandabd  Instkcmint  Appboach  Pbocbddbb — Trra  VOR — Contlnned 


Terminal  roatea  Missed  approach 

Minimum  MAP:  U)  miles  after  passing  AQC  VOR 

From—  To—  Via  altitudes  TAG. 

(feet) 


Make  right-climbing  turn  to  3000'  direct 
to  AQC  VORTAC  and  hold. 
Supplementary  charting  information:  Hold 
W,  1  minute,  right  turns,  118*  Inbnd. 


Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  296°  Outbnd,  118*  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles  of  AQC  VORTAC. 
FAF,  AQC  VORTAC.  Final  approach  crs,  118°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  AQC  VORTAC,  3000'. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 3100';  090°-180°— 3100';  180°-270°— 2900';  270*360°— 3100'. 

Notes:  (1)  Radar  vectoring.  (2)  Use  Allegheny  County  altimeter  setting. 

Day  akd  Night  Minuums 


City,  Sanford;  State,  Maine;  Airport  name.  Municipal;  Elev.,  243';  Facility,  ENE;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  26,  Arndt.  S;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  VOR  L 

Arndt.  4;  Dated,  23  July  66 
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Standard  Instrcuint  Approach  Procrdord — Ttpi  VOR — Continued 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

MlnlTTinTn 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP;  TWF  VOR. 

pyi  VfiRTAC _ 

BYT  10-mllA  DME  (NOPT) _ 

BYI,  R  236° . 

5700 

Climbing  right  turn  to  6000'  TWF  VOR. 
R  293°  within  10  miles;  or,  when  directed 

TWF  VOR _ 

Direct _ 

8000 

Wooden  Shoo  Int . 

19-inile  DME  BYI,  R  236°.... 

_ TWF  VOR  _ 

.  TWF  VOR  fNOT>Tl _ 

Direct . . . . . 

Direct _  .  _  _  _ 

8000 

4620 

by  ATC,  climbing  rfeht  turn  to  6000' 
TWF  VOR,  R  06?  within  10  miles. 

Supplemental  charting  information: 
LRCO,  122.1,  123.6.  TDZ  elevation, 
4148'. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  068°  Outbnd,  248°  Inbnd,  5700'  within  10  miles  of  TWF  VOR. 
Fin^  approach  crs,  248°. 

MSA;  000°-090°— 7600';  090°-180°— 9100';  180°-270°— 8400';  270°-360°— 6000'. 


Note:  Sliding  scale  not  authorized. 

*Use  Burley,  Idaho,  altimeter  setting  when  control  zone  not  effective.  Circling  and  straight-in  MDA  Increased  140'  and  alternate  mlnlmums  not  authorized  when  control 
zone  not  effective  except  operators  with  approved  weather  repwting  service. 

%IFR  departure  proc^ures:  Climb  on  R  060°  TWF  VOR  within  10  miles  to  cross  TWF  VOR  southeastbound  on  V-253  at  ot  above  5000'. 

Dat  and  Nioht  Minhiuiis 


A  B  C  D 


MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT 


S-25* .  4620  1  472  4620  1  472  4620  1  472  4620  1  472 

MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA 

C* .  4680  1  532  4680  1  532  4680  IH  532  4740  2  502 

A . Standard.*  T  2-eng.  or  less— Standard.%  T  over  2-eng.— Standard.% 


City,  Twin  Falls;  State,  Idaho;  Airport  name,  Twin  Falls  Municipal  (Joslin  Field);  Elev.,  4148';  Facility,  TWF;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  25,  Arndt.  8;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  VOR-25,  Arndt.  7;  Dated,  1  Oct.  66 

9.  By  amending  §  97.23  of  Subpart  C  to  amend  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  and  very  high  frequency- 
distance  measuring  equipment  (VOR/DME)  procedures  as  follows; 

Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Type  VOR 

Bearings,  heading,  courses  and  radials  are  ma^etlc.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL,  except  HAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation. 
Distances  are  in  nautical  miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles  at  hundreds  of  feet  RVR. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  mlnlmiim  altitudes  shall  correspond 
with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Terminal  routes  Missed  approach 


From— 

To— 

Via 

MlnlmiiTn 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  8.3  miles  after  passing  ABY  VOR¬ 
TAC. 

Bronwood  Int _ 

ABY  VORTAC  (NOPT) . . 

2000 

Climb  to  2000'  on  R  157°  within  15  miles. 

ABY,  R027°CCW _ 

ARY,  R324°  (NOPT) 

2000 

Supplementary  charting  information; 
'TDZ  elevation,  195'^ 

ABY.  R292°CW _ 

ABY,  R.324°  (NOPT)  _ 

.  2000 

10-mile  Arc . . . 

ABY  VORTAC  (NOPT) . 

. R324° . 

_  2000 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  324°  Outbnd,  144°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles  of  ABY  VORTAC. 
FAF,  ABY  VORTAC.  Final  approach  crs,  144°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  8.3  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  AB  Y  VO  RTAC,  2000';  over  4-mile  DME  Fix,  TOu. 

MSA:  000°-270°— 1600';  270°-360°— 2500'. 

Note:  ASR. 

Day  and  Nioht  Minimuus 


A  B  C  D 

Cond.  -  — 

MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT 

B-16 .  780  1  585  780  1  585  780  1  585  780  1)^  585 

MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA 

C .  780  1  584  780  1  584  780  1^  684  920  2  724 

DME  MinlTniim.ij; 

MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT 

8-16. .  600  1  465  660  1  465  660  1  465  660  1  465 

MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA 

C .  660  1  464  660  1  464  660  1)4  464  920''2  724 

A . . . Standard.  T  2-eng.  or  less — Standard.  T  over  2-eng. — Standard. 

City,  Albany;  State,  Qa.;  Airport  name,  Albany  Municipal;  Elev.,  196';  Facility,  ABY;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  16,  Arndt.  15;  Eff.  date,  10  Atw.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  14: 

Dated,  27  Feb.  69 


No.  65 - 4 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Btandaed  iNBTBCMmr  Affsoach  Pbocfdobb — Ttfi  VOR — Continued 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

MAP:  6.5  miles  after  passing  ANC 

(feet) 

VORTAO. 

AC  LFR . 

Delta  Island  Int . . 

R  173,  ANO  VORTAO  CW„ 

R  350,  ANC  VORTAO  CCW 

centerline  extended  at  3000'.  Radar 
antenna  368',  1.1  miles  8W  Runway  6. 
Antenna  275',  0.9  mile  W  Runway  13. 
TV  antenna  488',  1.5  miles  NE  Runway 
24. 


ANO  VORTAO . . . Direct _ 

ANO  VORTAO . Direct . . 

R  234®,  ANC  VORTAO  (NOPT)..„  lO-mlle  Arc  ANO,  B  224® 

lead  radial. 

R  234®,  ANO  VORTAO  (NOPT) _ 10-mUe  Arc  ANO,  R  244® 

lead  radial. 


1600  Climbing  right  turn  to  1500'  direct  to 
1500  ANO  VORTAO  or,  wh^  directed  by 

1500  ATO,  climbing  right  turn  to  1500'  on  8 

crs  01  AC  LFR  within  IS  miles. 

1500  Simplementary  charting  information; 
Final  approach  crs  intercepts  runway 


Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  234°  Outbnd,  054®  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles  of  ANO  VORTAO. 
FAF,  ANO  VOR.  Final  approach  crs,  01^.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  6.5  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  ANO  VORTAO,  1300'. 

MSA:  000®-090°— 8000';  090°-180®— 6100';  180°-270®— 1500';  270®-360®— 5400'. 

Notes;  (1)  A8R.  (2)  IFR  departures  must  comply  with  published  Anchorage  SID’s. 

%RVR  24  authorlmd  Runway  06. 

Day  and  Night  Minmums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

0 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS  HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

B-6. . . 

.  640 

H 

619 

640 

H 

519 

640 

H  619 

640 

1 

519 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS  HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

0 . 

.  680 

1 

659 

680 

1 

559 

800 

lyi  679 

800 

2 

679 

A . 

T  2-eng.  or  less — Standard.% 

T  over  2-eng.— Standard.% 

City,  Anchorage;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name.  Anchorage  International;  Kiev.,  121';  Facility,  ANO;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  6,  Arndt.  4;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated,  18  Apr.  68 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  OOF  VORTAO. 

OOF,  R128',  CW . OOF,  R  170®,  (NOPT) . 8-mlleAr« .  1700  Left  turn,  cUmb  to, 2000'  on  the  OOF 

OOF,  R  212°,  CCW . OOF,  R  170°.  (NOPT) . 8-mlle  Arc .  1700  R  300°  within  10  miles,  return  to  OOF 

8-mlle  Arc . 4-mfle  DME  FU . R  170° .  600  VORTAO  and  hold. 

Supplementary  charting  information; 
Final  approach  crs  intercepts  centerline 
2400'  from  threshold.  Hold  ^350°  Inbnd, 
1  minute,  left  turns.  LRCO,  122.1, 
TDZ  elevation,  81'. 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  170°  Outbnd,  350°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles  of  OOF  VORTAO. 
Final  approach  crs,  350°. 

Minimum  altitude  over  4-mile  DME  Fix,  600'. 

MSA:  000°-270°— 1400':  270°-360°— 1500'. 

Note;  Use  Qainesvllle  FSS  altimeter  setting. 

fAltemate  minimums  not  authorized  except  operators  with  approved  weathM  reporting  service. 
*Stralght-ln  MDA  reduction  of  120'  approved  when  authorized  weather  service  available. 

Day  and  Niqht  Minihuim 


Cond. 

A 

B 

0 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

B-36* . 

_  600 

1 

619 

600 

1 

619 

600 

1 

619 

NA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

_  600 

1 

610 

600 

1 

610 

600 

•  IH 

610 

NA 

VOR/DME  Minimums: 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

S-36.° . . 

.  660 

1 

479 

660 

1 

479 

660 

1 

479 

NA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

c. . 

_  680 

1 

490 

680 

1 

490 

680 

l}4 

490 

NA 

A . 

. .  Not  authorized.# 

T  2-eng.  or  less — Standard. 

T  over  2-eng.— Standard. 

City,  Ocala;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  name,  Ocala  Municipal  (Jim  Taylor  Field);  Elev-  90';  Facility,  OOF;  Procedure  No.  VOR  Runway  36,  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  13  Feb.  69 
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Standard  Instrdmbnt  Approach  Procbdcrb — Ttpr  VOR — Continued 


Tominal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From—  To— 

Via 

ItfiniTnnTn 

altitadee 

(feet) 

MAP:  At  PSP  VOR. 

TRM  VOR  „ 

Dlrent  PSP,  R IIT*  Imd  nuffal 

4200 

Left-climbing  turn  to  6000'  heading 
intercept  and  climb  via  TRM,  I 
to  TRM  VOR. 

090° 

302° 

^00 

PSP  VOR . 

.  .  .......  .  Palms  Tnt 

4200 

Spring  Int - 

. Indio  Int . . 

_ Direct _ _ _  „ 

7000 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  106°  Outbnd,  286°  Inbnd,  4200'  within  10  miles  of  Palms  Int. 

Final  approach  crs,  286°. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Palms  Int.,  4200'. 

MSA:  000°-090°— eoxy;  090°-180°-0800':  180°-270°— 12,000';  270°-3a0°— 13,000'. 

Notb;  Use  T  RM  altimeter  setting  when  control  cone  not  effective  except  operators  with  approved  weather  reporting  service. 

%IFR  departure  procedures:  Runway  30,  right  turn  after  takeoff  to  heading  090°;  Runway  12,  left  tiun  after  takeoff  to  heading  090°.  Intercept  and  climb  via  the  TRM, 
B  302°  to  Thermal.  If  not  at  minimum  crossing  altitude  for  direction  of  flight  at  TRM,  dimb  in  holding  pattern  SE  of  TRM  on  R  107°,  287°  Inbnd,  right  turns,  1  minute. 
•Circling  MDA  raised  106'  when  control  lone  not  effective,  except  operators  with  approved  weather  reporting  service. 

#Altemate  minimums  not  authorized  when  control  zone  not  effective,  except  operators  with  approved  weather  reporting  service. 


Dat  and  Nioht  Minimums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

C  D 

MDA 

VIS 

TTA  A  MDA 

VIS  HAA  MDA 

VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA 

C° .  _  - 

2220 

3 

1772  2220 

ZH  1772  2220 

3]4  1772  2220  3|i  1772 

A  _ 

2000-6.# 

T  2-enc.  or  less— Runwav  12. 1800-3:  Runwav  30. 400-1.% 

T  over  2-eng.— Runway  12, 1800-3;  Runway  30, 400-1.% 

City,  Palm  Springs;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  name.  Palm  Springs  Municipal;  Elev^  448';  Facility,  PSP;  Procedure  No.  VOR-1,  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  09;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  3; 

Dated,  28  Nov.  68 

Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To— 

Via 

Minimum 

sdtltudes  MAP:  9.6  miles  after  passing  ENA  VOR. 
(feet) 

Swanson  DME  Fix — _ 

TCF.  T.FR  .  . 

— 

...  R006°  ENA  VOR  (NOPT). 
ENA  VOR _ 

_  1700  Turn  right-climbing  to  1700'  on  R  126°  to 

1700  ENA  VOR. 

Supplementary  charting  information:  494' 
tower,  3.4  miles  NW  of  air^rt.  Mb'  bills, 
0.3  mile  S  of  airport. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs.  006°  Outbnd,  186°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles  of  ENA  VOR; 

FAF,  ENA  VOR.  Final  approach  crs,  R  126°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  9.6  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  ENA  VOR,  800'. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2000':  090°-180°-3000';  180°-270°— lOOO*;  270°-360°— 1600'. 

Notks:  (1)  Use  Renal  dtimeter  setting,  no  control  zone,  weather  observations  not  available.  (2)  All  maneuvering  for  circling  approach  to  be  conducted  N  of  airport. 
%When  departing  Runway  07  turn  left  after  takeoff;  departing  Runway  26  turn  right  after  takeoff; 

DAT  AND  Nioht  Minimums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

O 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

spi 

780 

1 

073 

780 

1 

073 

780 

IM 

073 

840 

S 

733 

1 

T  over  2-ena.— Standaid.% 

m 

City,  Saldotna;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Saldotna;  Elev.,  107';  Facility,  ENA:  Procedure  No.  VO  B-1,  Arndti  1;  Eff:  date,  10  Aiff;  00;  Sup;  Amdti  Noi  Oiig4  Dated, 

11  July  68 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


10.  By  amending  §  97.25  of  Subpart  C  to  estaWi^  localiaer  (liOC)  and  localizer-type  directional  aid  (LDA)  procedures 
as  follows: 

Standard  Instrdmbnt  Approach  Proceddrb — Tips  LOC 


Befkrtngs,  beadfaif^,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  IfSt.,  except  HAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation. 
Distances  are  in  nautical  miles  unless  otberwlae  indicated,  except  visibilities  wbleb  are  in  statute  miles  or  hundreds  of  feet  RVR. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  bi  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  dlflerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond 
with  those  establisbed  for  en  route  opcratlen  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP  4  miles  after  passing  4-mlle  Radar 
Fix. 

Climb  to  2600'  direct  to  LITK  NDB  and 
hold. 

Simplementary  charting  information; 
Hold  NE,  1  minute,  ^ht  turns,  224° 
Inbnd.  lOM'  antenna  and  tank,  39°(B'4S"/ 
84°26'61".  967'  antenna,  39°02'45"/84°26'- 
3S".  1031'  tower,  1.6  ndles  B  of  ^port. 
TDZ  elevation,  481'. 


Procedure  turn  not  authorized.  Approach  crs  (profile)  starts  at  4-mile  Radar  Fix. 

EAP,  4-mtle  Radar  Fix.  Flmd  approach  crs,  021°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  4  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  4-mlle  Radar  Fix,  2000'. 

Notbs:  (1)  Radar  required.  (2)  DOC  back  crs  unusable  beyond  10  miles. 

%  IFR  departure  procedures:  Runway  2B,  climb  on  N  crs  LUK  LOC  through  1000'  before  proceeding  as  cleared;  Runway  6,  climb  via  direct  LUK  NDB  through  KW 
before  proceedhig  as  cleared;  Runway  20L,  climb  on  8  crs  LUK  LOC  through  1100'  before  proceeding  as  cleared.  This  departure  requires  a  minimum  rate  of  climb  of  370' 
per  nautical  mile. 


Day  and  Nioht  Minimdiis 


A  B  C  D 

MDA  Vli  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT 


8-2R . . .  1300  1  819  1300  IH  819  1300  IH  810  1300  IH  819 

MDA  Via  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA 

C .  1300  1  812  1340  IH  852  1340  IH  852  1340  2  852 

A  .  900-2.  T  2-eng.  or  less — Standard  Runways  2R,  6;  Runway  T  over  2-eng. — Standard  Runways  2R,  6;  Runway  20L, 

.  20L,  400-1;  aU  others,  600-1.%  400-1;  aU  others.  600 -L% 


City,  Cincinnati;  State,  Ohio;  Airport  name,  Cincinnati  Municipal-Lunkin  (leld;  Elev.,  488';  Facility  I-LUK;  Procedure  No.  LOC  (BC)  Runway  2R,  Arndt.  Orlg.;  Efl. 

date,  10  Apr.  69 

11.  By  amending  S  97.27  of  Subpart  C  to  establish  nondirectional  beacon  (automatic  direction  finder)  (NDB/ADP)  pro¬ 
cedures  as  follows : 

standard  Instrument  Approach  Pboceddrb — Type  NDB  (ADF) 


Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  mametlc.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL,  except  HAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevstion. 
Distances  are  in  nautical  miles  unlees  otherwise  indicated,  except  vMbllitles  which  are  in  statute  miles  or  hundreds  ol  feet  RVR. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  IMlowlng  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  dlnerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approadti  niinimiim  altitude  shall  correspond 
with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Mlnimam 

ftltltudfis 

MAP:  5.1  miles  after  passing  PW  LOM. 

(feet) 

— 

Limerick  Int . 

Eennebonk  VOBTAC..... 

..  Buxton  lUt . 

Bmtm  Int 

. Direct . . 

_ DirecL _ 

Buxton  Int .  PW  LOM  (NOPT). 

Freep^  Int.... . PW  LOM. 


Direct. 

Direct.. 


3500  Make  rlgbt-cUmbing  turn  to  2200'  direct 
2700  PW  LOM  and  hold. 

2200  Supplementary  charting  information:  Hold 
2200  W  at  PW  LOM,  112*  Inbnd,  1  minute, 
1800  left  turns.  TDZ  elevation,  74', 

2200 


Procedure  turn  N  side  crs,  292*  Outbnd,  112*  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles  of  PW  LOM. 

FAF,  PW  LOM.  Final  approach  crs,  112*.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  5.1  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  PW  LOM,  18(X)'. 

MSA;  000°-090°— 3100';  090°-180°— 1500';  180*-270*— 2700';  270*-360*— 3600'. 

Note:  Approach  from  a  holding  pattern  not  authorized;  procedure  turn  required. 

’Reduction  not  authorized. 

Day  and  Nioht  Miniuums 


A 

B 

C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

8-11* _ 

. .  500 

H 

426 

600 

H 

426 

600 

H 

426 

600 

1 

426 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C. . . 

.  680 

1 

606 

580 

1 

506 

680 

IH 

606 

740 

2 

666 

A _ 

T  2-eng.  or  less— Standard. 

T  over  2-eng.— Standards 

City,  Portland;  State,  Maine;  Atrpmt  name.  Municipal;  Elev.,  74';  Facility,  PW;  Procedure  No.  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  IL  Arndt.  7;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  6: 

Dated,  19  Aug.  67 
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12.  By  amending  §  97.27  of  Subpart  C  to  amend  nondlrectlDnal  beacon  (automatic  direction  tinder)  (NDB/ADF)  pro¬ 
cedures  as  follows: 

Btaitdakd  Ihbtbumint  Appboach  Fbocbddri — Ttpi  NDB  (ADF) 


Bearings,  headings,  ooiuses  and  radials  ara  magnetic.  EJanaUnna  and  aUltudaa  are  in  leet  MSL,  except  EAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation. 
Distances  are  in  nautical  miles  unless  otherwise  Indioatad,  exoapt  vlsibilitlea  which  are  in  statute  miles  or  hundreds  ot  feet  BVR. 

If  an  Instrument  approach  nrocedure  ol  the  above  tjmlaoonducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  tbe  following  Instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  dlnerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond 
with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


TftrminnJ  rnntAa 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  4.4  miles  after  passing  AN  LOM. 

AC  LFR . . . . . AN  LOM . Direct .  1500  Climbing  right  turn  to  1500*  direct  to  AN 

Delta  Island  Int _ AN  LOM  (NOPT) . Direct .  1500  LOM  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  right- 

climbing  turn  to  1500'  on  S  crs  AC  LFR 
within  15  miles. 

Supplementary  charting  information:  Ra¬ 
dar  antenna  368',  1.1  miles  8W  Runway 
6.  Antenna  275',  0.9  mile  W  Runway  13. 
TV  antenna  488',  1.5  miles  NE  Runway 
24. 


Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  244°  Outbnd,  064°  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles  of  AN  LOM. 
PAF,  AN  LOM.  Final  approach  crs,  064°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  4.4  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  AN  LOM,  1300'. 

MSA;  000°-090°— 8000';  090°-180°— 6400';  180°-270°— 3000';  270°-360°— 5400'. 

Notes:  (1)  A8R.  (2)  IFR  departures  must  comply  with  published  Anchorage  SID’s. 
%RVR  24  authorized  Runway  06. 


Day  AMD  Nioht  Mindiuiu 


A  B  C  D 

Cond.  -  -  -  - 


MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT 

S-6 .  680  RVR  40  659  680  RVR  40  559  680  RVR  40  559  680  RVR  50  559 

MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA  MDA  VIS  HAA 

C .  680  1  559  680  1  559  800  IH  679  800  2  679 

A . . . . . . Standard.  T  2-eng.  at  less— Standard.%  T  over  2-eng.— Standard.% 


A . . . . . . Standard.  T  2-eng.  at  less— Standard.%  T  over  2-eng.— Standard.% 


City,  Anchorage;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name.  Anchorage  International;  Elev.,  121';  Facility,  AN;  Procedure  No.  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  6,  Arndt.  20;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  19;  Dated,  8  Aug.  68 

Terminal  routes 

Missed  ^proach 

From— 

To— 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP;  3.7  miles  after  passing  GLU  NDB. 

Augusta  VO  RT  AC . 

_ GLU  NDB _ 

3000 

Climb  straight  ahead  on  042°  bearing  to 
1500'.  Make  right-climbing  turn  to  3000' 
direct  to  GLU  NDB  and  hold. 

Portland  LOM . 

FreepKirt  Int..  _ 

.  GLU  NDB . 

. GLU  NDB  .  . 

..  Direct... 

. .  3000 

..  _  3000 

Hirain  Int.. . . 

. GLU  NDB . 

..  Direct... 

.  3500 

Supplementary  charting  information:  Hold 
BW  GLU  NDB  052*  Inbnd,  1  minute, 
left  turns.  TDZ  elevation,  271'. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  232°  Outbnd,  062°  InbndLSOOO'  within  10  miles  (rf  OLD"  NDB. 

FAF,  QLH  NDB.  Final  approach  crs,  042°.  Distance  rAF  to  B4AF,  3.7  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  OLU  NDB,  1400'. 

MSA:  000°-090°-3600';  090°-180°— ISOS';  180°-270°— 3600';  270°-360°— 3600'. 

Notes:  (1)  Use  Portland  altimeter  setting.  (2)  Approach  from  a  holding  pattern  not  authorized.  Procedure  turn  required.  (3)  Facility  must  be  monitored  aurally  during 
approach. 


Day  and  Night  MoniiuMa 


A 

B 

C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

VIS 

8-4 -  980 

1 

709 

980 

1 

709 

980 

IK 

709 

NA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

1 

688 

1020 

1 

728 

1020 

m 

728 

NA 

A - ______ - Not  authorized.  T  ^eng.  or  less— 300-1  days;  400-1  night.  T  over  2-eng.— 300-1  days;  400-1  night 


City,  Auburn;  State,  Maine;  Airport  name,  Aubum-Lewiston  Municipal;  Etev.,  292';  Facility,  GLU;  Procedure  No.  NDB  (ADF)  Runway  4,  Arndt  2;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69: 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  26  Deo.  68 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  34,  NO.  55 — FRIDAY,  MARCH  21,  1969 


5504 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


13.  By  amending  S  97.29  of  Subpart  C  to  establish  Instrument  landing  system  (HB)  procedures  as  follows: 

Standard  Instrdmknt  Approach  Prockddbk — Ttpr  ILS 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  mametlc.  Elevatfons  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL,  except  HAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation; 
Distances  are  in  nautic^  miles  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  vistbilitles  which  are  in  statute  mileii  or  hundreds  ol  feet  RVR. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  t  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  It  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  tmproacb  procedure 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorlxed  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  wifnlTmiTn  altitude  shall  correspond 
with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To— 

Via 

MiniTnnm 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  ILS  DH,  322';  LOC  7.2  mUes  after 
passing  PIC  NDB. 

Riverhead  VORTAC .  Peconlc  NDB....^ . Direct . .  2600  Climb  to  1000',  climbing  left  turn  to  2600' 

direct  PIC  NDB  and  hold. 

Supplementary  charting  Information:  Hold 
BW,  1  minute,  right  turns,  047°  Inbnd. 
646'  tower,  6.2  miles  SW  RVH  VOR.  660' 
tower,  2.1  miles  NW  RVH  VOR.  602' 
tower,  1.7  miles  8E  RVH  VOR.  227' 
tower,  1.6  miles  NNE  Peconlc  Control 
Tower.  TDZ  elevation,  72'. 


Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  227“  Outbnd,  047“  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles  of  PIC  NDB. 

FAF,  PIC  NDB.  Final  approach  crs,  047**.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  7.2  miles. 

Minimum  glide  Slope  Interception  altitude,  2600'.  Glide  slope  altitude  at  PIC  NDB,  2454';  at  OM,  1729';  at  MM,  320'. 
Distance  to  runway  threshold  at  PIC  NDB,  7.2  miles;  at  OM,  6  miles;  at  MM,  0.6  mile. 

MSA:  000“-090“— 1600';  090“-180“— 1600';  180“-270“— 1700';  270“-360“— 1700'. 

Notb:  Procedure  authorized  only  during  hours  of  airport  operation  0800-1630  local  Monday  through  Friday. 
“Alternate  mlnimnma  authorized  only  during  hours  of  airport  operation  0600-1630  local  Monday  tmough  Friday. 
Ilnoperative  components  table  does  not  s^ply  to  HIRLs  Runway  6. 


Day  and  Niort  MnniitrMS 


Cond. 

A 

B 

C 

D 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

S-6 . 

322 

*A 

260 

322 

260 

322 

H 

260 

322 

260 

LOC: 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

S-6# . 

.  820 

1 

748 

820 

1 

748 

820 

748 

820 

m 

748 

LOC: 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

.  820 

1 

746 

820 

1 

746 

820 

m 

746 

820 

2 

746 

A . 

.  800-2.“ 

T  2-eng.  (nt  less— Standard. 

T  over  2eng.— Standard. 

City,  Calverton;  State,  N. Y.:  Airport  name,  Peconlc  River  Plant  (Grumman);  Elev.,  76';  Facility,  I-CTO;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  6,  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  itiS^,  Arndt.  4;  Dated,  1  May  66 


. 

Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  ILS  DH,  330';  LOC  6.1  mUes  after 
passing  PW  LOM. 

.  . .  _  Direct _  .  - .  . 

.  3600 

Make  right-dimbing  turn  to  2200'  direct 
PW  LOM  and  hold;  or,  when  directed 
by  ATC,  make  right-dlmblng  turn 
to  3000'  direct  ENE  VORTAC  and 

tr«nn«hnnk  VnRTAC 

. Direct . . 

. .  2700 

.  ..  Direct _  _ 

_  2200 

. .  Direct . 

_  2200 

PW  DOM  (NOPT). 

_  1800 

hold.  Hold  W,  1  minute,  left  turns,  091° 
Inbnd. 

. PW  LOM . 

. .  Direct . 

. .  2200 

Supplementary  charting  information:  Hdd 
W  of  PW  LOM,  liy  Inbnd.  1  minute, 
left  turns.  TDZ  elevation,  74'; 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  292°  Outbnd,  112°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles  of  PW  LOM. 

FAF,  PW  LOM.  Final  approach  crs,  112°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  6.1  miles. 

Minimum  glide  Slope  intwceptlon  altitude,  1800'.  Glide  slope  altitude  at  OM,  1773';  at  MM,  299'; 
Distance  to  runway  threshold  at  OM,  5.1  miles;  at  MM,  0.6  mile. 

MSA:  000°-090°-3100';  090°-180°— 1600';  180°-270°— 2700';  270°-360°— 3600'. 

Non:  Approach  from  a  holding  pattern  not  authorized;  procedure  turn  required. 

#800-2  for  Categwy  D  aircraft. 

“Reduction  not  authorized. 

Day  and  Night  Minihuus 


Cond. 


HAT 


DH 


VIS 


HAT 


DH 


VIS 


HAT 


S-ll“ .  330 

LOC:  MDA  VIS 

S-ll“ .  460  H. 

MDA  VIS 

C .  680  1 

A . Standard.# 


256 

330 

% 

266 

330 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

386 

460 

y< 

386 

460 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

606 

680 

1 

606 

680 

T  2-eng.  or  less — Standard. 


266 

330 

H 

266 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

386 

460 

% 

386 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

606 

740 

2 

666 

T  over  2-eng.— Standard. 


City,  Portland;  State,  Maine;  Airport  name.  Municipal;  Elev.,  74';  Facility,  I-PWM;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  11,  Arndt.  8;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  7; 

Dated,  19  Aug.  67 
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14.  By  amending  §  97.29  of  Subpart  C  to  amend  Instrument  landing  syston  (IIS)  procedures  as  follows: 

Standard  Instrdmsnt  Approach  Procrddbr — Typb  Its 

Bearings,  heading,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  except  HAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation. 
Distances  are  in  nauti(^  mUes  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  milee  or  hundreds  of  feet  RVR. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authwixed  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  minimiiTn  altitudes  shall  correspond 
with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  apiwoach 

From— 

To— 

Via 

Minimum 

altitudes 

Ueet) 

MAP:  ILS  DII  321'.  LOC  4  miles  after 
passing  AN  LOM. 

AC  LFR . . 

. AN  LOM . 

. AN  LOM  (NOPT) . 

. KE  LFR  N  crs  and  SW 

1500 

1500 

Climb  straight  ahead  to  500',  turn  right. 

ANC  VOR . . 

. AN  LOM . 

crs  ANC  LOC. 

. Direct . 

1500 

LFR  within  15  miles  or,  when  directed 
by  ATC,  climb  straight  ahead  to  500', 
turn  right,  proceed  direct  to  the  AN 
LOM  via  the  SW  crs  of  the  ANC  LOC, 
climbing  to  1500'  within  15  miles  of  AN 
LOM. 

Supplementary  charting  information: 
Radar  antenna  368',  1.1  miles  SW  Run¬ 
way  6.  Antenna  275',  0.9  mile  W  Runway 
13.  'TV  antenna  488',  1.5  miles  NE  Run¬ 
way  24. 


Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  244“  Outbnd,  064“  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles  of  AN  LOM. 

FAF,  AN  LOM.  Final  approach  crs,  064“.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  4  miles. 

Minimum  glide  slope  interception  altitude,  1490'.  Glide  slope  altitude  at  OM,  1490';  at  MM,  336'. 
Distance  to  runway  threshold  at  OM,  4.4  miles;  at  MM,  0.6  mile. 

MSA:  000“-090“— 8000';  090“-180“— 6400';  180“-270“— OOOO';  270“-360“— 5400'. 

Notes:  (1)  ASR.  (2)  IFR  departures  must  comply  with  published  Anchorage  SID’s. 

•700-2  Categories  C  and  D. 

%RVE  24  authorized  Runway  06. 

Dat  and  Nioht  Minimums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

C 

D 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

8-6 . 

.  321 

RVR  24 

200 

321 

RVR  24 

200 

321 

RVR  24 

200 

321 

RVR  24 

200 

LOC: 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

8-6 . 

.  440 

RVR  24 

319 

440 

RVR  24 

319 

440 

RVR  24 

319 

440 

RVR  40 

319 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

.  680 

1 

t>59 

680 

1 

559 

800 

IH 

679 

800 

2 

679 

A . Standard  Categories  T  2-eng.  or  less— 8tandard.%  T  ovm  2^ng.— Standard.% 

A  and  B.* 


City,  Anchorage;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name.  Anchorage  International;  Elev.,  121';  Facility,  I-ANC;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  6,  Arndt.  17;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup 

Arndt.  No.  16;  Dated,  8  Aug.  68 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minimum  MAP:  ILS  DH,  1224';  LOC  5.2  miles  after 
altitudes  passing  AT  LOM. 

(feet) 

ATL  NDB . . 

ATL  VORTAC . 

. . Direct . 

. . .  2700  Climb  to  3000',  left  turn  direct  to  Tucker 

2700  IntvIaATLVORTAC  Ra«®anHh,>IH, 

Harrison  Int . 

Chattahoochee  Int _  .  _  . 

_ Lakeside  LOM  (NOPTl _ 

213“  Inbnd.  HIRLS  Runwa^  9L/27R.' 

TDZ  elevation,  1024'. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  269“  Outbnd,  089“  Inbnd,  2700'  within  10  miles  of  Lakeside  LOM. 
FAF,  Lakeside  LOM.  Final  approach  crs,  089“.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  5.2  miles. 

Minimum  glide  slope  Interception  altitude,  2700'.  Glide  slope  altitude  at  OM,  2660';  at  MM,  1236'. 
Distance  to  nmway  threshold  at  OM,  5.2  miles;  at  MM,  0.5  mile. 

MSA:  000“-099“— SW;  090“-180“— 2300';  180“-270“— 2700'^;  270“-360“— 2900'. 

Note:  ASR. 

%RVR  24  authorized  Runways  9L,  33. 

%RVR  18  authorized  Runway  9R  for  Categories  A,  B,  and  C. 

%RVR  20  authorized  Runway  9R  for  Category  D. 

Day  and  Nioht  Minimums 


Cond. 

• 

A 

B 

C 

D 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

8-9L.... 

. .  1224 

RVR  24 

200 

1224 

RVR  24 

200 

1224 

RVR  24 

200 

1224 

RVR  24 

200 

LOC: 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

8-9L.... 

_  1400 

RVR  40 

376 

1400 

RVR  40 

376 

1400 

RVR  40 

376 

1400 

RVR  so 

376 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

.  1500 

1 

476 

1500 

1 

476 

1500 

IH 

476 

1580 

2 

556 

A . 

. Standard. 

T  2-eng.  or  less — Standard.% 

T  over  2-eng.— Standard.% 

City  .Atlanta;  State,  Os.;  Airport  name,  Atlanta;  Elev.,  1024';  Facility,  I-ATL;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  9L,'  Amdt.  33;  ES.  date,  10  Apr.  09;  Sap.  Arndt.  No.  32;  Dated, 

16  Jan.  69 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Btamdaed  Instbumknt  Approach  Procbdure — Txpe  ILS — Continued 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From— 

To- 

Via 

Minlmiiin 

altitudes 

(feet) 

MAP:  9R— ILS  DH  1216';  LOC  6  miles 
after  passing  AL  LOM.  9L— ILS  DH 
1224';  LOC  6.2  miles  after  passing  AT 
LOM. 

8R— Climbing  right  turn  to  3000'  direct  to 
ATL  VORTAC  and  hold. 

9L — Climb  to  3000',  left  turn,  direct.  Tucker 
Int  via  ATL  VOR,  R  033°  and  hold. 

SupplementtUT  charting  information:  9R— 
Hold  8,  1  minute,  right  turns,  3M° 
Inbnd.  9L — Hold  NE,  left  turns,  213° 
Inbnd.  9L — Back  crs  unusable.  HIRL8 
9L/27R,  9R/27L,  and  15/33,  TDZ/CL 
Rimway  9R.  TDZ  elevation,  9R— 1016'; 
9L-1024'. 


Radar  vector  to  intercept  final  approach  crs  at  established  vectoring  altitudes. 

Procedure  turn  not  authorized. 

FAF,  AL  or  AT  LOM.  Final  approach  crs,  089°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  9R— 5  miles;  9L— 6.2  miles. 

Minimum  glide  slope  interception  altitude,  9R— 2600';  9L— 3500'.*  Glide  sl<me  altitude  at  OM,  9R— 2439';  9L— 2660';  at  MM,  9R— 1227';  9Ir-1236'. 
Distance  to  runway  threshold  at  OM,  9R— 5  miles;  9L— 6.2  miles;  at  MM,  9R— 0.6  mile;  9Li — 0.6  mile. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 3100';  090°-180°— 2300';  180°-270°— 2700';  270°-360°— 2900'. 

Note:  Radar  required. 

•Or  as  directed  by  Radar  Controller. 

%RVR  24  authorized  Runways  9L,  33. 

%RVR  18  authorized  Runway  9R  for  Categories  A,  B,  and  C. 

%RVR  20  authorized  Runway  9R  for  Category  D, 

Day  and  Night  Miniuuub 


Cond. 


S-9R. 

S-9L. 

C.... 

A.... 


A  B  C  D 


DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

1216 

RVR  18 

200 

1216 

RVR  18 

200 

1216 

RVR  18 

200 

1216 

RVR  20 

200 

1224 

RVR24 

200 

1224 

RVR  24 

200 

1224 

RVR  24 

200 

1224 

RVR  24 

200 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

1500 

1 

476 

1500 

1 

476 

1500 

m 

476 

1680 

2 

566 

Standard.  T  2-eng.  or  less— Standard.%  T  over  2-eng.— Standard.% 


City,  Atlanta;  State,  Oa.;  Airport  name,  Atlanta;  Elev.,  1024';  Facility,  I-ALR,  I-ATL;  Procedure  No.  Dual  ILS  Runways  9  L  and  R,  Arndt.  10;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69: 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  9;  Dated,  9  Jan.  69 


Terminal  routes 

Missed  approach 

From — 

To- 

Via 

Minimum 

altutides 

(feet) 

MAP:  ILS  DH,  272';  LOC  2.2  miles  after 
passing  PH  LOM. 

. PH  LOM . 

1600 

Climb  to  400',  left  turn  climb  to  1600' 
direct  to  Williamsburg  Int  via  ORF 
VORTAC  R  322°  and  hold. 

Norfolk  VORTAC . 

Franklin  VO  RTAC . 

. PH  LOM . 

. Rushmere  Int . 

. Direct . 

. Direct . . 

1600 

1600 

. . PH  LOM  (NOPT) . 

. PHF  LOC  crs  065° . 

1100 

Supplementary  charting  information:  Hold 
SE,  1  minute,  right  turns,  322°  Inbnd. 
212'  stack  1  mile  8  of  Runway  2.  TDZ 
elevation,  39'. 

. R  303°-ORF  VORTAC... 

1600 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  245°  Outbnd,  066°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles  of  PH  LOM. 
FAF,  PH  LOM.  Final  approach  crs,  065°.  Distance  FAF  to  MAP,  2.2  miles. 

Minimum  glide  slope  interception  altitude,  1100'.  Glide  slope  altitude  at  OM,  973';  at  MM,  272'. 
Distance  to  runway  threshold  at  OM,  2.7  miles;  at  MM,  0.6  mile. 

MSA;  000°-090°— 1400';  090°-270°— 2100';  270°-360°— 1500'. 

Notes:  (1)  Radar  vectoring.  (2)  Localizer  unusable  from  MM  Inbnd. 


Day  and  Night  Miniuums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

C 

D 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

DH 

VIS 

HAT 

S-6 . 

272 

RVR  24 

233 

272 

RVR  24 

233 

272 

RVR  24 

233 

272 

RVR  24 

233 

LOC: 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

8-6 . 

400 

RVR  24 

361 

400 

RVR  24 

361 

400 

RVR  24 

361 

400 

RVR  40 

361 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

620 

1 

479 

620 

1 

479 

620 

IH 

479 

600 

2 

659 

A . 

..  Standard. 

T  2-eng.  or  less— RVR  24',  Runway  6;  Standard  all  other 

T  over  2-eng.— RVR  24' 

,  Runway  6;  Standard  all  other 

runways. 

runways. 

City,  Newport  News;  State,  Va.;  Airport  name,  Patrick  Henry;  Elev.,  41';  Facility,  I-PHF;  Procedure  No.  ILS  Runway  6,  Arndt.  17;  Efl.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  16; 

DatM,  14  Nov.  68 
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15.  By  amending  §  97.31  of  Subpart  C  to  amend  precision  approach  radar  (PAR)  and  airport  surveillance  radar  (ASR) 
procedures  as  follows : 

STAN0ABO  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Type  Radar 


Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL,  except  HAT,  HAA,  and  RA.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  ^ve  airport  elevation: 
Distances  are  in  nauti<^  miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles  or  hundreds  of  feet  RVR. 

If  a  radar  instrument  approach  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  procedure,  unless  an  approach  is  conducted 
in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  authorized  for  such  airport  by  the  Administrator.  Initial  approach  minimum  altitude(s)  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en 
route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  identification  must  bo  established  with  the  radar  controller.  From  initial  contact  with  radar  to  final  author¬ 
ized  landing  mlnlmums,  the  Instructions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when  (A)  visual  contact  is  established  on  final  approach  at  or  before  descent  to  the  author¬ 
ized  landing  minimums,  or  (B)  at  Pilot’s  discretion  if  it  appears  desirable  to  discontinue  the  approach.  Except  when  the  radar  controller  may  direct  otherwise  prior  to  final 
approach,  a  missed  approach  shall  be  executed  as  provided  below  when  (A)  communication  on  fin^  approach  is  lost  for  more  than  6  seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  for 
more  than  30  seconds  during  a  simveillance  approach;  (B)  directed  by  radv  controller;  (C)  visual  contact  is  not  estabUsbed  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums;  or 
(D)  if  landing  is  not  accomplished. 


Radar  terminal  area  maneuvering  sectors  and  altitudes  (sectors  and  distances  measured  from  radar  antenna) 
From—  To—  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude 


Notes 


IFR  departures  must  comply  with  published  An¬ 
chorage  SID’s. 

Supplementary  charting  information:  Radar  antenna 
368',  1.1  miles  SW  Runway  6.  Antenna  275',  0.9 
mile  W  Runway  13.  TV  antenna  488',  1.5  miles 
NE  Runway  24. 


Missed  approach:  Proceed  direct  to  the  ANC  VORTAC  climbing  to  1500'  within  10  miles  utilizing  the  following  turns:  Runway  31— turn  left;  Runway  13,  6— turn  right; 
or,  as  directed  by  ATC,  proceed  direct  to  the  AN  LOM,  climbing  to  1500'  within  10  miles  utilizing  the  following  turns:  Runway  31— turn  left.  Runway  13,  6— turn  right  or, 
proceed  direct  to  the  8  ers  of  the  AC  LFR  climbing  to  1500'  utilizing  the  following  turns:  Runway  31— turn  left;  Runway  13— straight  ahead;  Runway  6— turn  right. 

%RV  R  24  authorized  Runway  06. 

Day  and  Night  Minimums 


Cond. 


A  B  C  D 

MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT  MDA  VIS  HAT 


ASR; 

8-31 . 

.  600 

1 

479 

600 

1 

479 

600 

1 

479 

600 

1 

479 

8-13 . 

.500 

1 

379 

500 

1 

379 

500 

1 

379 

500 

1 

379 

8-6 . 

.  640 

H 

519 

640 

H 

519 

640 

H 

519 

640 

1 

519 

MDA 

VIS 

*  HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

.  680 

1 

559 

680 

1 

559 

800 

IH 

679 

800 

2 

679 

A . 

. Standard. 

T  2-eng.  or  less— Standard.% 

T  over  2-eng.- 

—Standard.% 

City,  Anchorage;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name.  Anchorage  International;  Elev.,  121';  Facility,  Anchorage  Radar;  Procedure  No.  Radar-1,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69;  Sup: 

Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  16  May  68 


Radar  terminal  area  maneuvering  sectors  and  altitudes  (sectors  and  distances  measured  firom  radar  antenna) 


From—  To —  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude  Distance  Altitude 


Notes 


0 


095° . 

235° 

18 

2000 

000° . 

050° 

10 

2500 

550° . 

360° 

20 

2500 

00° . 

360° 

50 

3000 

and  including  the  area  bearing  170°  clockwise  to  235°  from  the  Columbus  Radar  within  1 2  mUes  of  Lockboume  A  FB  mini¬ 
mum  altitude,  2000'.  Radar  control  will  provide  1000'  vertical  clearance  within  3-mile  radius  of  1165'  tower,  3  miles  S  and 
1389'  tower,  9  miles  SW. 


1.  For  all  runways:  Descend  aircraft  to  MDA  after 
FAF  5  miles  from  threshold. 

2.  Components  inoperative  table  does  not  apply  to 
HIRL  and  REIL  Runways  lOR  and 28 R. 

Supplementary  charting  information:  TDZ  eleva¬ 
tions:  Runways  31,  809';  lOR,  810';  1,  19,  23,  SSR, 
812';  lOL,  28L,  814^  Hold  CM  LOM  E.  1  minute, 
right  turns,  276°  Inbnd.  Hold  CB  LOM  W,  I 
minute,  right  turns,  096°  Inbnd. 


Missed  approach: 

Runways  lOR,  lOL,  1, 5, 13,  and  19 — Climb  to  2700'  direct  to  CM  LOM  and  hold. 
Rimways  28L,  28R,  23,  and  31— Climb  to  2500'  direct  to  CB  LOM  and  hold. 


Day  and  Night  Minimums 


Cond. 

A 

B 

C 

D 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

MDA 

VIS 

HAT 

ASR: 

S-28L . 

.  1360 

RVR  40 

546 

1360 

RVR  40 

546 

1360 

RVR  40 

546 

1360 

RVR  50 

546 

8-28R . 

.  1360 

1 

548 

1360 

1 

648 

1360 

1 

648 

1360 

548 

S-IOR . 

.  1300 

1 

490 

1300 

1 

490 

1300 

1 

490 

1300 

IH 

49'J 

S-IOL . 

.  1300 

RVR  40 

486 

1300 

RVR  40 

486 

1300 

RVR  40 

486 

1300 

RVR  40 

486 

S-1 . 

.  1420 

1 

608 

1420 

1 

608 

NA 

NA 

S-19 . 

.  1300 

1 

488 

1300 

1 

488 

NA 

NA 

8-23 . 

.  1380 

1 

568 

1380 

1 

568 

NA 

NA 

S-31 . 

.  1340 

1 

531 

1340 

1 

531 

NA 

NA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MDA 

VIS 

HAA 

MI?A 

VIS 

HAA 

C . 

.  1420 

1 

604 

1420 

1 

604 

1420 

lyi 

604 

1420 

2 

604 

A . 

. Standard. 

T  2-eng.  or  less— RVR  24'.  Runways  28L  and  lOL;  Stand- 

T  over  2-eng.- 

-RVR  24', 

,  Runways  28L  and  lOL; 

Standard 

ard  all  other  runways. 

all  other  runways. 

City,  Columbus;  State,  Ohio;  Airport  name.  Port  Columbus  International;  Elev.,  816';  Facility,  Columbus  Radar;  Procedure  No.  Radar-1,  Arndt.  8;  Eff.  date,  10  Apr.  69; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  7;  Dated,  6  June  68 


These  procedures  shall  become  effective  on  the  dates  specified  therein. 

(Sees.  307(c),  313(a),  601,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348(c),  1354(a),  1421;  72  Stat.  749,752, 775) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  5, 1969. 


James  F.  Rudolph, 
Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 


[FR.  Doc.  69-2952;  Filed,  Mar.  20, 1969;  8:45  am.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  IB— CONSERVATION  OF 
POWER  ANO  WATER  RESOURCES 

Chapter  V — Federal  Water  Pollution 
Control  Administration,  Department 
of  the  Interior 

PART  620— WATER  QUALITY 
STANDARDS 

Adoption,  Identification  and  Avail¬ 
ability  of  State  Standards;  Cor¬ 
rection 

1.  The  document  containing  water 
quality  standards  established  by  New 
Hampshire  and  added  to  §  620.10  of  Part 
620  of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  26,  1968,  at  33 
F.R.  14456  is  corrected  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  phrase  “and  except  for 
the  Androscoggin  River,” 

2.  The  document  containing  water 
quality  standards  established  by  Hawaii 
and  added  to  §  620.10  of  Part  620  of  Title 


18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  on 
July  10,  1968,  at  33  F.R.  9878  is  corrected 
by  deleting  Uie  last  phrase  thereof,  “in¬ 
cluding  Chapter  37-A  of  the  Public 
Health  Regulations  containing  the  wa¬ 
ter  quality  criteria,  as  amended,”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  the  following:  “and 
which  were  revised  on  December  26, 
1967,  by  revisions  of  Chapters  37  and 
37-A  of  the  Public  Health  Regulations, 
and  as  otherwise  amended.” 

3.  The  document  containing  water 
quality  standards  established  by  Mon¬ 
tana  and  added  to  §  620.10  of  Part  620 
of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  on  July  10,  1968,  at  33  F.R.  9878, 
is  corrected  by  deleting  the  last  phrase, 
“as  amended  by  ‘Water  Quality  Stand¬ 
ards  For  The  Surface  Waters  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  September  27,  1967’  ”  and  by  sub¬ 
stituting  therefor  the  following:  “as 
amended  on  September  22,  1967,  by  ‘Wa¬ 
ter  Quality  Standards  For  The  Subsur¬ 
face  Waters  of  Montana.’  ” 

4.  The  document  containing  water 
quality  standards  established  by  South 
Dakota  and  added  to  §  620.10  of  Part 
620  of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal 


Regulations,  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  10.  1968,  at  33  FR. 
9879  is  corrected  by  deleting  therefrom 
the  final  phrase  “as  amended”. 

5.  The  document  containing  water 
quality  standards  established  by  Wash¬ 
ington  and  added  to  §  620.10  of  Part  620 
of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  July  10,  1968,  at  33  F.R.  9879  is 
corrected  by  deleting  therefrom  the  final 
phrase  “as  amended”. 

6.  The  document  containing  water 
quality  standards  established  by  Arkan¬ 
sas  and  added  to  §  620.10  of  Part  620  of 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  July  10.  1968,  at  33  F.R.  9877  is  cor¬ 
rected  by  changing  the  reference  therein 
from  section  “VI”  to  section  “IV”. 

(Sec.  1,  70  Stat.  506,  as  amended;  33  U.S.C. 
4661) 

Dated:  March  17, 1969. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
[F.R.  Doc.  69-3365;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

[  8  CFR  Parts  100,  242,  299  1 

RELEASE  FROM  CUSTODY  BY  SPECIAL 
INQUIRY  OFFICER 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  section  553  of  title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  the 
following  niles  which  would  authorize 
determinations  regarding  custody  or 
bond  following  the  denial  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  release  from  custody,  or  release 
xuider  bond,  or  for  reduction  of  the 
amount  thereof,  td  be  made  by  a  special 
inquiry  officer  separate  and  apart  from 
any  deportation  hearing  or  proceeding 
under  Part  242  of  Title  8  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  and  to  set  forth  the 
places  where  the  special  inquiry  officers 
are  stationed.  In  accordance  with  section 
553.  interested  persons  may  submit  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization,  Room  757,  119  D  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20536,  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  (in  duplicate) 
relative  to  these  proposed  rules.  Such 
representations  may  not  be  presented 
orally  in  any  manner.  All  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  received  within  20  days  following 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice  will 
be  considered. 

PART  100— STATEMENT  OF 
ORGANIZATION 

1.  Section  100.4  is  amended  by  adding 
paragraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  100.4  Field  service. 

«  •  •  *  * 

(e)  Special  inquiry  officers.  Special 
Inquiry  officers  are  stationed  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  district  headquarters:  Districts 
2,  3,  4,  6,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14.  15.  16,  21,  and  25. 


PART  242— PROCEEDINGS  TO  DETER¬ 
MINE  D€PORTABILITY  OF  ALIENS  IN 
THE  UNITED  STATES:  APPREHEN¬ 
SION,  CUSTODY,  HEARING,  AND 
APPEAL 

2.  Paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  §  242.2 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  242.2  Apprehension,  custody,  and 
detention. 

«  *  «  •  • 

(b)  Authorized  officer.  A  district  di¬ 
rector,  acting  district  director,  or  deputy 
district  director  may  exercise  Uie  author¬ 
ity  contained  in  section  242  of  the  Act  to 
continue  or  detain  an  alien  in,  or  release 
him  from,  custody,  to  determine  whether 
an  alien  diall  be  released  imder  bond, 
and  the  amount  thereof,  if  any,  and  shall 


promptly  notify  the  alien  in  writing  of 
any  determination  made  in  his  case.  No 
appeal  shall  lie  from  such  determination. 
Denial  of  an  application  for  release  from 
custody,  or  release  under  bond,  or  for 
reduction  in  the  amount  thereof,  shall 
be  without  prejudice  to  the  renewal  of 
the  application  or  request  before  any 
available  special  inquiry  officer  who  is 
stationed  in  the  region  having  adminis¬ 
trative  jiu-isdiction  over  the  residence  of 
the  alien  and  whose  official  station  in 
such  region  is  nearest  to  such  residence. 
The  special  inquiry  officer  may  exercise 
the  authority  contained  in  section  242  of 
the  Act  to  continue  or  detain  a  respond¬ 
ent  in,  or  release  him  from,  custody,  and 
to  determine  whether  a  respondent  shall 
be  released  under  bond,  and  the  amount 
thereof,  if  any.  The  special  Inquiry  officer 
shall  promptly  notify  the  respondent  and 
the  Service  of  such  determination.  Con¬ 
sideration  under  this  paragraph  by  the 
special  inquiry  officer  of  an  application 
or  request  of  an  alien  regarding  custody 
or  bond  shall  be  separate  and  apart  from 
any  deportation  hearing  or  proceeding 
imder  this  part,  and  shall  form  no  part  of 
such  hearing  or  proceeding  or  of  the 
record  thereof.  The  determination  of  the 
special  inquiry  officer  as  to  custody  status 
or  bond  may  be  based  upon  any  available 
information  or  which  is  presented  to  him 
by  the  alien  or  the  Service.  The  alien  and 
the  Service  may  appeal  to  the  Board  of 
Immigration  Appeals  from  any  such  de¬ 
termination.  Such  appeal  shall  be  taken 
by'filing  a  notice  of  appeal  with  the  dis¬ 
trict  director  within  5  days  after  the 
date  when  written  notification  of  the 
determination  is  delivered  in  person  or 
mailed  to  the  alien  and  the  Service. 
Upon  the  filing  of  such  a  notice  of  appeal, 
the  district  director  shall  immediately 
transmit  to  Uie  Board  of  Immigration 
Appeals  all  records  and  information  per¬ 
taining  to  the  determination  of  the  spe¬ 
cial  inquiry  officer.  The  filing  of  such  an 
appeal  shall  not  operate  to  disturb  the 
custody  of  the  alien  or  to  stay  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceedings  or  deportation. 
The  foregoing  provisions  concerning 
notice,  reporting,  and  appeal  shall  not 
apply  when  the  Service  notifies  the  alien 
that  it  is  ready  to  execute  the  order  of 
deportation  and  takes  him  into  custody 
for  that  purpose.  The  determination  of 
the  special  inquiry  officer  in  respect  to 
custody  status  or  bond  shall  be  entered 
on  Form  1-342  at  the  time  such  determi¬ 
nation  is  made  and  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  by  the  special  inquiry 
officer  as  to  the  reasons  for  his  deter¬ 
mination. 

(c)  Revocation.  When  an  alien  who, 
having  been  arrested  and  taken  into  cus¬ 
tody,  has  been  released,  such  release  may 
be  revoked  at  any  time  in  the  discretion 
of  the  district  director,  acting  district 
director,  or  deputy  district  director,  in 
which  event  the  alien  may  be  taken  into 


physical  custody  and  detained.  If  de¬ 
tained,  imless  a  breach  has  occurred,  any 
outstanding  bond  shall  be  revoked  and 
canceled.  Such  revocation  of  release  shall 
be  without  prejudice  to  an  application 
for  release  from  custody,  or  release  under 
bond,  to  a  special  inquiry  officer  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  and  subject  to  all  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section, 
including  an  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Im¬ 
migration  Appeals  from  the  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  special  inquiry  officer  in 
connection  therewith. 

*  *  *  *  « 

PART  299— IMMIGRATION  FORMS 

§  299.1  [.4inended] 

3.  The  list  of  forms  in  S  299.1  Pre~ 
scribed  forms  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  form  and  reference  thereto  in 
niunerical  sequence: 

Form 

No.  Title  and  description 

1-342  Determination  of  the  Special  Inquiry 
Officer  with  Respect  to  Custody. 

(Sec.  103,  66  Stat.  173;  8  U.S.C.  1108) 

Dated:  March  19, 1969. 

Raymond  F.  Farrell, 

Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3439;  PUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:49  a.in.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  1064  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-23-A37] 

MILK  IN  GREATER  KANSAS  CITY 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 
and  to  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hearing  Clerk 
of  this  recommended  decision  with  re¬ 
spect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Greater  Kansas  City  marketing  area. 
Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  UB.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  by  the  7th  day 
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after  publication  of  this  decision  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  exceptions  should 
be  filed  in  quadruplicate.  All  written  sub¬ 
missions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  regular  business  hours  (7  CFR 
1.27(b)). 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing  on 
the  record  of  which  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order  as  amended,  were  formulated, 
was  conducted  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on 
February  4,  1969,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  which  was  issued  January  14, 
1969  (34  P.R.  868) . 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Location  adjustments;  and 

2.  Diverted  milk. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issues  are  based  on  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof; 

1.  Location  adjustments.  The  location 
adjustment  provisions  of  the  order  should 
be  amended  by  deleting  paragraph  (a)  in 
§  1064.53.  This  will  eliminate  the  10-cent- 
lower  Class  I  and  blend  prices  at  plants 
located  in  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Sabetha, 
Kans.,  as  compared  to  plants  located  in 
Kansas  (Tity,  Mo.,  and  in  Kansas  City  and 
Topeka,  Kans.  It  will  also  eliminate  the 
10-cent  adjustment  as  it  now  applies  to 
other  source  milk  classified  as  Class  I. 

Presently,  the  order  provides  that  milk 
received  from  producers  at  plants  located 
in  the  Kansas  counties  of  Brown,  Doni¬ 
phan,  or  Nemaha  or  in  the  Missouri 
counties  of  Andrew,  Atchison,  Buchanan, 
Clinton,  Daviess,  De  Kalb,  Gentry,  Holt, 
Nodaway,  or  Worth  is  priced  10  cents 
lower  than  milk  received  at  plants  located 
in  the  remainder  of  the  marketing  area. 
The  only  plants  to  which  this  provision 
applies  are  one  plant  located  at  Sabetha, 
Kans.,  and  three  plants  located  at  St. 
Joseph,  Mo. 

Three  cooperative  associations  of  pro¬ 
ducers  (Mid-America  Dairymen,  St. 
Joseph  Milk  Producers,  and  Sunflower 
Dairy)  proposed  the  deletion  of  the  10- 
cent  location  adjustment  at  plants  in 
St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Sabetha,  Kans. 
Another  cooperative  and  two  handlers 
who  operate  pool  plants  in  Kansas  City 
supported  the  producers’  proposal. 

TTie  three  handlers  who  operate  plants 
located  in  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  opposed  the 
deletion  of  the  10-cent  location  adjust¬ 
ment.  They  contended  that  a  10-cent 
lower  Class  I  price  has  always  existed 
under  the  order  at  St.  Joseph  in  relation 
to  Kansas  City  and  that  the  present  price 
level  has  resulted  in  an  adequate  supply 
of  milk  for  St.  Joseph  handlers. 

The  Greater  Kansas  City  marketing 
area  and  its  supply  area  almost  com¬ 
pletely  overlap.  Three-fourths  of  the 
producer  milk  supply  for  the  market  in 
November  1968  came  from  counties  with¬ 
in  the  marketing  area.  There  were  13 
counties  from  which  producer  milk  de¬ 
liveries  to  the  market  in  November 
totaled  more  than  2  million  pounds. 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

Twelve  of  these  counties  are  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area. 

The  metropolitan  area  surrounding 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  Kansas  City, 

Mo.,  is  the  largest  population  center  in 
the  marketing  area,  but  other  important 
population  centers  are  Topeka  and 
Salina,  Kans.,  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  The 
counties  with  the  largest  milk  deliveries 
to  plants  regulated  by  the  Kansas  City 
order  (except  Nemaha  County,  Kans.) 
are  adjacent  to  Topeka,  Kansas  City,  and 
St.  Joseph. 

Since  producers’  farms  are  located 
relatively  close  to  distributing  plants, 
nearly  aU  producer  milk  is  hauled  direcUy 
from  the  farms  to  distributing  plants 
without  being  first  received  at  a  supply 
plant.  There  is  one  supply-balancing 
plant  from  which  supplemental  milk  is 
shipped  to  distributing  plants.  This  sup¬ 
ply-balancing  plant  is  located  at  Sa¬ 
betha,  Kans.,  50  miles  from  both  Topeka 
and  St.  Joseph  and  100  miles  from 
Kansas  City. 

The  plant  is  operated  by  Mid-America 
Dairymen,  Inc.,  a  cooperative  which  also 
supplies  most  of  the  milk  direct-shipped 
from  farms  to  distributing  plants  regu¬ 
lated  by  the  Kansas  City  order.  ’The  co¬ 
operative  also  ships  milk  from  the  Sa¬ 
betha  plant  to  distributing  plants  in 
Topeka,  Kansas  City,  and  St.  Joseph 
when  such  plants  request  additional 
supplies  to  supplement  their  regular 
producer  receipts. 

Although  the  order  permits  a  10-cent 
lower  Class  I  price  at  the  Sabetha  plant, 
the  cooperative  collects  the  higher  Class 
I  price  applicable  at  Kansas  City  and 
Topeka,  even  on  shipments  to  plants  in 
St.  Joseph  where  the  10-cent  lower  price 
is  applicable  under  the  order.  Buyers  also 
pay  transportation  costs  from  Sabetha 
to  the  point  of  delivery. 

In  paying  producer-members,  the  co¬ 
operative  also  uses  the  same  rate  for 
members  delivering  to  the  Sabetha  plant 
as  that  paid  members  delivering  to  To¬ 
peka  and  Kansas  City  plants.  The  co¬ 
operative  takes  the  position  that  all  of 
its  member-producers  delivering  to  the 
Kansas  City  market  are  so  situated  that 
they  may  deliver  to  all  plants  with  about 
the  same  delivery  costs. 

The  cooperative  has  eliminated  the 
location  adjustment  at  the  Sabetha  plant 
by  charging  the  same  Class  I  price  at  that 
plant  as  is  applicable  at  Kansas  City 
plants.  As  of  April  1,  1969,  this  same  co¬ 
operative  wdll  market  the  milk  of  pro¬ 
ducers  now  delivering  milk  to  the  three 
distributing  plants  located  at  St.  Joseph. 
The  cooperative  proposes  to  supply  such 
handlers  on  the  same  price  basis  as  it 
supplies  other  handlers  in  the  Greater 
Kansas  City  area,  i.e.,  at  the  Class  I  price 
without  location  adjustment.  The  new 
members  also  would  receive  the  same 
price  f.o.b.  St.  Joseph  plants  as  producers 
receive  at  plants  in  Kansas  City  and 
Topeka. 

Since  producers’  farms  within  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  are  so  located  near  the  prin¬ 
cipal  cities  where  the  plants  they  serve 
are  located,  there  is  no  basis  for  desig¬ 
nating  part  of  the  area  for  a  location  ad¬ 
justment  because  plants  therein  provide 


a  market  for  producers  at  a  generally 
lower  delivery  cost. 

Although  St.  Joseph  is  located  about 
50  miles  north  of  Kansas  City,  it  is  only 
slightly  further  from  available  alterna¬ 
tive  milk  supplies  in  Northeast  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin.  This  is  be¬ 
cause  milk  coming  to  either  Kansas  City 
or  St.  Joseph  from  Iowa,  Minnesota,  or 
Wisconsin  would  be  routed  through 
Cameron,  Mo.,  which  is  only  about  18 
miles  closer  to  St.  Joseph  than  it  is  to 
Kansas  City.  This  small  difference  in 
mileage  is  not  sufficient  to  justify  a  lower 
price  at  St.  Joseph. 

The  area  between  Kansas  City  and  St. 
Joseph  is  growing  rapidly  in  population. 
Sales  of  fluid  milk  products  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  increase  in  this  segment  of  the 
area.  By  establishing  the  same  Class  I 
and  blend  prices  at  St.  Joseph  and 
Kansas  City,  handlers  in  both  cities  will 
be  on  a  comparable  basis  in  acquiring 
additional  milk  supplies  to  serve  this 
expanding  area. 

Handlers  opposing  the  elimination  of 
the  10-cent  location  adjustment  stated 
that  they  have  obtained  in  times  past  an 
adequate  supply  at  the  lower  price  level. 
'There  is  no  evidence  that  handlers  in 
St.  Joseph  can  obtain  a  milk  supply  im- 
der  present  conditions  at  a  price  level 
less  than  herein  proposed. 

The  hearing  notice  contained  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  make  St.  Joseph  a  basing  point 
from  which  to  calculate  location  adjust¬ 
ments  for  plants  located  outside  the 
marketing  area.  This  proposal  was  not 
supported  at  the  hearing.  Hence,  no  basis 
exists  for  making  this  change. 

2.  Diverted  milk.  The  order  now  pro¬ 
vides  that  only  milk  of  a  producer  who 
delivers  6  days’  production  during  the 
month  to  a  pool  plant  may  be  considered 
producer  milk  on  days  it  is  diverted  to 
a  nonpool  plant.  Each  day’s  delivery  nor¬ 
mally  includes  2  days’  production,  thus 
the  present  6  days’  production  require¬ 
ment  represents  three  deliveries.  This 
provision  diould  be  changed  to  require 
delivery  to  a  pool  plant  on  only  1  day 
per  month  for  diversion  eligibility. 

The  present  delivery  requirement  has 
made  it  necessary  at  times  to  move  milk 
to  Kansas  City  plants  from  farms  near 
Council  Grove,  Kans.,  and  El  Dorado 
Springs,  Mo.,  when,  on  the  same  day, 
milk  on  farms  nearer  to  Kansas  City  is 
diverted  to  plants  in  Coimcil  Grove  and 
El  Dorado  Springs.  The  proposed  change 
will  permit  the  cooperative  to  direct  the 
delivery  of  milk  more  efficiently  to  sup¬ 
ply  the  market  at  the  lowest  delivery 
cost. 

The  requirement  that  milk  be  delivered 
to  a  pool  plant  from  each  producer’s 
farm  on  at  least  1  day  during  the  month 
will  be  sufficient  to  establish  that  such 
producer’s  milk  continues  to  be  available 
to  this  market  for  fluid  use. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions,  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  consid¬ 
ered  in  making  the  flndings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent  that 
the  suggested  flndings  and  conclusions 
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filed  by  interested  parties  are  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  herein,  the  requests  to  make  such 
findings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are 
denied  for  the  reasons  previously  stated 
in  this  decision. 

A  ruling  of  the  Hearing  Examiner  to 
*'hich  an  objection  was  taken  in  the 
brief  has  been  reviewed.  An  objection  was 
raised  to  the  ruling  which  excluded  testi¬ 
mony  concerning  hauling  rates  on  the 
basis  that  it  was  hearsay  evidence  and 
was  not  of  the  sort  upon  which  responsi¬ 
ble  persons  are  accustomed  to  rely. 

The  motion  was  supported  by  an  offer 
of  proof  imder  §  900.8(d)  (6)  of  the  rules 
of  practice  (7  CPR  Part  900).  In  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  900.9(b)  of  the  rules  of 
practice,  a  brief  was  filed  by  the  inter¬ 
ested  party  which  requested  review  of 
the  ruling  made  by  the  Hearing  Exami¬ 
ner.  It  was  contended  that  although  the 
testimony  was  hearsay  evidence,  such 
fact  should  go  to  the  weight  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  rather  than  require  its  complete 
exclusion  from  the  record. 

The  offer  of  proof  and  brief  and  the 
ruling  of  the  Hearing  Examiner  on  this 
motion  have  been  reviewed.  The  ruling  of 
the  Hearing  Examiner  is  hereby  affirmed. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
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findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance 
of  the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previ¬ 
ously  issued  amendments  thereto;  and 
all  of  said  previous  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
fundings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  mUk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
mUk  in  the  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  and  the 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended, 
are  such  prices  as  reflect  the  afore¬ 
said  factors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity 
of  pme  and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in 
the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  wUl  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  mUk  in  the  same  manner  as. 
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and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order  amending  the  order.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  order  amending  the  order  as 
amended  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Greater  Kansas  City  marketing 
area  is  recommended  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  by  which  the  fore¬ 
going  conclusions  may  be  carried  out. 
The  recommended  marketing  agreement 
is  not  included  in  this  decision  because 
the  regulatory  provisions  thereof  would 
be  the  same  as  those  contained  in  the 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended; 

1.  In  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
§  1064.15  the  language  “for  at  least  G 
days’  production”  is  deleted  and  the 
language  “for  at  least  1  days’  delivery” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  In  §  1064.53  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
voked. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  18, 1969. 

John  C.  Blum, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

Regulatory  Programs. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-3402;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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The  areas  described  aggregate  800 
acres. 

2.  The  lands  are  located  in  Kane 
County  about  10  miles  southwest  of  Can- 
nonville,  Utah.  They  are  semiarid  in 
character  and  not  suitable  for  fanning. 
The  lands  have  values  for  watershed, 
grazing,  wildlife,  and  recreation,  which 
can  best  be  managed  imder  principles  of 
multiple  use. 

3.  The  United  States  did  not  acquire 
any  mineral  rights  with  the  lands. 

4.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law,  the 
lands  will  at  10  a.m.  on  May  1,  1969,  be 
opened  to  application,  petition  and  selec¬ 
tion.  All  valid  applications  received  at  or 
prior  to  10  a.m.  on  May  1,  1969,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter  shall 
be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

5.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Post  Office  Box 
11505,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  84111. 

R.  D.  Nielson, 
State  Director. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-3363;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Utah  7680] 

UTAH 

Order  Opening  Lands  to  Application, 
Entry  and  Patenting 

March  14, 1969. 

1.  In  an  exchange  of  lands  made  imder 
the  provisions  of  section  8  of  the  Act 
of  June  28,  1934  (48  Stat.  1269),  as 
amended  (43  U.S.C.  315g) ,  the  following 
described  lands  have  been  reconveyed  to 
the  United  States : 

Salt  Lake  Meridian 

T.  11  N.,  R.  17  W., 

Sec.  13,  all. 


No.  U-7041,  which  segregates  the  lands 
from  applications  under  the  agricultural 
land  laws  (43  U.S.C.,  Parts  7  and  9; 
25  U.S.C  334)  and  applications  for  public 
sale  under  section  2455  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  (43  U.S.C.  1171).  All  other  valid 
applications  received  at  or  prior  to  10 
a.m.  on  April  25, 1969,  shall  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  time. 
Those  received  thereafter  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

5.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  to  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Post  Office  Box 
11505,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 

R.  D.  Nielson, 
State  Director. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-3364;  Piled,  Mar.  20.  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


National  Park  Service 

[Order  1] 

ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICER,  AMIS- 
TAD  RECREATION  AREA,  TEX. 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Execution  of  Contracts  for  Supplies, 
Equipment  or  Services 

The  Administrative  Officer  may  exe¬ 
cute,  approve,  and  administer  contracts 
not  in  excess  of  $1,000  for  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment,  or  services  in  conformity  with  ap¬ 
plicable  regulations  and  statutory 
authority  aqd  subject  to  availability  of 
appropriations. 

(National  Park  Service  Order  No.  34  (31  Pit. 
4255);  39  Stat.  635;  16  U.S.C.,  sec.  2.  South¬ 
west  Region  Order  No.  4  (31  PJl.  8134) ) 

Dated:  February  26, 1969. 

Coleman  C.  Newman, 

Superintendent, 
Amistad  Recreation  Area. 

[PJi.  Doc.  69-3366;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Public  Notice  303;  Delegation  of  Authority 
94-1] 

LEGAL  ADVISER  AND  DEPUTY 
LEGAL  ADVISERS 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Perform 

Functions  Under  Fishermen’s  Pro¬ 
tective  Act 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  section  4  of  the  Act  of  May  26,  1949, 
as  amended  (63  Stat.  Ill,  70  Stat.  563; 
22  U.S.C.  2658),  I  hereby  delegate  to  the 
Legal  Adviser  and  to  the  Deputy  Legal 
Advisers  authority  to  perform  all  func¬ 
tions  conferred  upon  the  Secretary  of 
State  by  sections  3  and  I  of  the  Fisher¬ 
men’s  Protective  Act,  as  amended  (68 
Stat.  883,  82  Stat.  729;  22  U.S.C.  1973, 
1975),  relating  to  the  seizure  of  vessels 
of  the  United  States  by  foreign  coimtries 
on  or  after  August  12,  1968. 

Any  reference  in  this  Delegation  of 
Authority  to  any  Act  shall  be  deemed  a 
reference  to  such  Act  as  amended  from 
time  to  time. 

Notwithstanding  any  provision  of  this 
Delegation  of  Authority,  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  at  any  time  exercise  any  func¬ 
tion  hereby  delegated. 

Hiis  Delegation  of  Authority  super¬ 
sedes  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  94 
dated  October  4,  1957,  with  respect  to 
claims  based  upon  seizures  occurring  on 
or  after  August  12,  1968. 

[seal]  William  P.  Rogers, 

Secretary  of  State. 

March  6, 1969. 

[PJL  Doc.  69-3367;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:46  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  THE  INTERIDR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Utah  6594;  Utah  7548] 

UTAH 

Order  Opening  Lands  to  Application, 
Entry  and  Patenting 

March  14, 1969. 

1.  In  an  exchange  of  lands  made  imder 
the  provisions  of  section  8  of  the  Act  of 
June  28, 1934  (48  Stat.  1269) ,  as  amended 
(43  U.S.C.  315g) ,  the  following  described 
lands  have  been  reconveyed  to  the  United 
States; 

Salt  Lake  Meridian 

Q  O  4  TXT 

Sec.  17,  N^SWVi,  NWi4SE%; 

Sec.  18,NEV4SEVi. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  16,  aU. 


The  area  described  contains  640  acres. 

2.  The  lands  are  located  in  Box  Elder 
County  about  8  miles  southeast  of  Grouse 
Creek,  Utah.  They  are  semiarid  in  char¬ 
acter  and  not  suitable  for  farming.  The 
lands  have  values  for  watershed,  grazing, 
wildlife,  and  recreation,  which  can  best 
be  managed  under  prfficiples  of  multiple 
use. 

3.  The  United  States  did  not  acquire 
any  mineral  rights  with  the  lands. 

4.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law,  the 
lands  will  at  10  a.m.  on  April  25,  1969, 
be  opened  to  application,  petition,  and 
selection. 

The  lands  have  been  classified  for 
multiple-use  management  pursuant  to 
the  Act  of  September  19,  1964  (78  Stat 
986;  43  UB.C.  1411-18)  by  classification 


DEPARTMENT  DF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 

CHIEF,  FRESH  PRODUCTS  STAND¬ 
ARDIZATION  AND  INSPECTION 
BRANCH 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  (33  FH. 
10750,  10752)  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service,  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  the  Chief  of  the  Fresh  Prod¬ 
ucts  Standardization  and  Inspection 
Branch  of  the  F’rult  and  Vegetable  Divi¬ 
sion  appearing  at  19  F.R,  147  is  hereby 
superseded  and  the  following  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor: 
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1.  Under  the  direction  and  supervision 
of  the  Director  or  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  the  Chief  of  the 
Fresh  Products  Standardization  and  In¬ 
spection  Branch  is  hereby  delegated  the 
authority  to  perform  all  the  duties  and  to 
exercise  all  the  powers  and  functions 
(including  the  power  of  redelegation) 
which  the  Director  is,  or  may  hereafter 
be,  authorized  to  perfonn  as  set  forth  in 
§§  51.1  to  51.61,  inclusive,  of  Title  7  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations:  Provided, 
however,  No  authority  is  delegated  here¬ 
under  to  enter -into  contracts  pursuant  to 
§  51.42.  of  the  aforesaid  regulations. 

2.  No  delegation  or  authorization  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  shall  preclude  the  Director 
or  Deputy  Director  from  exercising  any 
of  the  powers  or  functions  or  from  per¬ 
forming  any  of  the  duties  conferred 
herein,  and  any  such  delegation  or  au¬ 
thorization  is  subject  at  all  times  to  with¬ 
drawal  or  amendment  by  the  Director. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  March  1969,  to  become  effective 
March  21, 1969. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
■Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-3382;  PUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


CHIEF,  PROCESSED  PRODUCTS 

STANDARDIZATION  AND  INSPEC¬ 
TION  BRANCH 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  (33  P.R. 
10750,  10752)  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service,  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  the  Chief  of  the  Processed 
Products  Standardization  and  Inspec¬ 
tion  Branch  of  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division  appearing  at  19  F.R.  147  is 
hereby  superseded  and  the  following  is 
substituted  therefor: 

1,  Under  the  direction  and  supervision 
of  the  Director  or  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  the  Chief  of  the 
Processed  Products  Standardization  and 
Inspection  Branch  is  hereby  delegated 
the  authority  to  perform  all  of  the  duties 
and  to  exercise  all  the  powers  and  func¬ 
tions  (including  the  power  of  redelega- 
tlon)  which  the  Director  is,  or  may  here¬ 
after  be,  authorized  to  perform  as  set 
forth  in  §§  52.1  to  52.87,  inclusive,  of 
Title  7  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions:  Provided,  however.  No  authority  is 
delegated  hereunder  to  enter  into  con¬ 
tracts  with  applicants  to  perform  con¬ 
tinuous  inspection  service  pursuant  to 
§  52.52  of  the  aforesaid  regiilations. 

2.  No  delegation  or  authorization  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  shall  preclude  the  Direc¬ 
tor  or  Deputy  Director  from  exercising 
any  of  the  powers  or  functions  or  from 
performing  any  of  the  duties  conferred 
herein,  and  any  such  delegation  or  au¬ 
thorization  Is  subject  at  all  times  to 
withdrawal  or  amendment  by  the  Di¬ 
rector. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  March  1969,  to  become  effective 
March  21, 1969. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3383:  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


CHIEF,  FRUIT  BRANCH 

Termination  of  Delegation  of 
Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  (33  P.R. 
10750,  10752)  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service,  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  the  Chief  of  the  Fruit 
Branch  appearing  at  23  F.R.  601  is  here¬ 
by  terminated. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  March  1969  to  become  effective 
March  21, 1969. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3384:  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


CHIEF,  FRUIT  BRANCH,  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  (33  F.R. 
10750,  10752)  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service  the  delegation 
appearing  at  25  F.R.  6932  is  hereby 
amended  by  deleting  the  words  “,  and 
to  the  various  Marketing  Specialists  of 
the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,”  in 
paragraph  1  and  by  deleting  paragraph 
1(c)  and  the  delegation  appearing  at  25 
F.R.  7656  is  amended  by  deleting  the 
words  “and  c.”  The  following  delegation 
is  hereby  made; 

1.  Under  the  direction  and  supervision 
of  the  Director  or  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  the  Chief,  Fruit 
Branch;  Chief,  Vegetable  Branch;  and 
Chief,  Specialty  Crops  Branch,  are  here¬ 
by  delegated  the  authority  to  perform  all 
the  duties  and  to  exercise  all  the  powers 
and  functions  (including  the  power 
of  redelegation)  with  respect  to  the  com¬ 
modities  assigned  to  the  respective 
Branches,  which  the  Director  is,  or  may 
hereafter  be  authorized  to  perform  as  set 
forth  in  §§900.1  to  900.71  inclusive, 
§§900.200  to  900.211  inclusive,  and 
§§  900.400  to  900.516  inclusive  of  Title  7 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  No  authority  is  delegated 
hereunder  to  issue  rules  or  regulations 
or  notice  of  rule  making  of  such  rules 
or  regulations. 

2.  Under  the  direction  and  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Director  or  Deputy  Director 
of  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  the 
Chief,  Fruit  Branch;  Chief,  Veetable 
Branch;  Chief,  Specialty  Crops  Branch 
shall  mail,  or  cause  to  be  mailed,  a  true 
copy  of  the  notice  of  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  a  prc«x)sed  marketing  order  or  the 


amendment  of  a  marketing  order  with 
respect  to  the  commodities  assigned  to 
their  respective  Branches,  to  each  of  the 
persons,  known  to  be  interested  in  such 
hearing,  as  required  by  the  General 
Regulations  in  §  900.4(b)  (1)  (ii)  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  and  execute  or  cause  to  be 
executed,  the  determination  as  therein 
prescribed:  Provided,  however.  If  for  any 
reason  the  Chief,  Fruit  Branch;  Chief, 
Vegetable  Branch;  Chief,  Specialty  Crops 
Branch,  or  his  designee,  finds  it  imprac¬ 
tical  or  impossible  to  give  the  notice  in¬ 
volved  w’ith  respect  to  any  hearing,  he 
shall  immediately  notify  the  Director  of 
such  facts  with  the  reasons  for  his  so 
finding  in  order  that  a  decision  may  be 
made  as  to  the  need  for  a  determination 
being  filed  in  the  proceeding  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  §  900.4(c)  of  said  regulations 
(7  CFR  Part  900). 

3.  No  delegation  or  authorization  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  shall  preclude  the  Director 
or  Deputy  Director  from  exercising  any 
of  the  powers  or  fimctions  or  from  per¬ 
forming  any  of  the  duties  conferred 
herein,  and  any  such  delegation  or  au¬ 
thorization  is  subject  at  all  times  to 
writhdrawal  or  amendment  by  the 
Director, 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  March  1969,  to  become  effective 
March  21, 1969. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3385:  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


CHIEF,  REGULATORY  BRANCH 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  (33  P.R. 
10750,  10752)  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service,  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  the  Chief  of  the  Regulatory 
Branch  of  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Divi¬ 
sion,  appearing  at  23  F.R.  3748  is  hereby 
superseded  and  the  following  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor; 

1.  Under  the  direction  and  supervision 
of  the  Director  or  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  the  Chief  of  the 
Regulatory  Branch  is  hereby  delegated 
the  authority  to  perform  all  the  duties 
and  to  exercise  all  the  functions  and 
powers  (including  the  power  of  redele¬ 
gation)  which  the  Director  is,  or  may 
hereafter  be  authorized  to  perform  or 
exercise  in  the  administration  of  the 
Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
1930  (7  U.S.C.  499a  et  seq.)  and  Produce 
Agency  Act  (7  U.S.C.  491-497) :  Provided, 
however.  No  authority  is  delegated  here¬ 
under  to  sign  a  moving  paper  (7  CFR 
47.2  (r) ) ,  approve  the  issuance  of  consent 
orders  (7  CFR  47.26(b) )  or  to  issue  no¬ 
tices  of  suspension  for  failure  to  produce 
records  (7  U.S.C,  499m(a) ) . 

2.  No  delegation  or  authorization  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  shall  preclude  the  Director 
or  Deputy  Director  from  exercising  any 
of  the  functions  or  powers  or  from  per¬ 
forming  any  of  the  duties  conferred 
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herein,  and  any  such  delegation  or  au¬ 
thorization  Is  subject  at  all  times  to  with¬ 
drawal  or  amendment  by  the  Director. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  March  1969,  to  become  effective 
March  21,  1969. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

1P.R.  Doc.  69-3386;  Plied,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPUTY  DIRECTORS 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  (33  F.R. 
10750,  10752)  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service,  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  the  Deputy  Directors  of  the 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  appearing 
at  23  F.R.  3748  is  hereby  superseded  and 
the  following  is  substituted  therefor: 

1.  Under  the  direction  and  supervision 
of  the  Director,  the  Deputy  Directors  of 
the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division  are 
hereby  delegated  the  authority,  severally, 
to  perform  all  the  duties  and  to  exerci^ 
all  the  functions  and  powers  which  are 
now,  or  which  may  hereafter  be,  vested 
in  the  Director. 

2.  No  delegation  or  authorization  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  shall  preclude  the  Director 
from  exercising  any  of  the  fimctions  or 
powers  or  from  performing  any  of  the 
duties  conferred  herein,  and  any  such 
delegation  or  authorization  is  subject  at 
all  times  to  withdrawal  or  amendment 
by  the  Director. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  March  1969,  to  become  effective 
March  21,  1969. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-3387;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPUTY  DIRECTORS  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  (33  P.R, 
10750,  10752)  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service,  the  following 
delegation  of  authority  is  made: 

1.  The  following  oflBcials  of  this  Divi¬ 
sion  are  hereby  designated  as  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Secretary  with  authority  to 
execute,  in  the  name  of  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  contracts,  agree¬ 
ments,  or  other  documents  within  the 
scope  of  any  docket  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (or  his  designee)  in  connection 
with  commodity  programs  pursuant  to 
section  32  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935, 
or  section  6  of  the  National  School  Lunch 
Act  pursuant  to  which  such  authority 
was  or  is  conferred  (with  power  to  re¬ 
delegate)  upon  the  Director  of  the  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division: 


Deputy  Directors. 

Chief,  Fruit  Branch. 

Chief,  Specialty  Crops  Branch. 

Chief,  Vegetable  Branch. 

Head,  Marketing  Programs  Sections. 

Provided,  however.  No  authority  is  dele¬ 
gated  hereunder  to  redelegate  any  of  the 
authority  here  conferred:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  The  authority  herein  conferred  may 
be  exercised  by  any  person  who  is  serving 
in  an  actii^  capacity  in  any  of  the  posi¬ 
tions  named  above  except  Head,  Market¬ 
ing  Programs  Sections. 

2.  No  delegation  or  authorization  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  shall  preclude  the  Director 
from  exercising  any  of  the  powers  or 
fimctions  or  from  performing  any  of  the 
duties  conferred  herein,  and  any  such 
delegation  or  authorization  is  subject  at 
all  times  to  withdrawal  or  amendment  by 
the  Director.  This  delegation  of  authority 
replaces  all  previous  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  to  Representatives  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  for  section  6  and  section  32  Com¬ 
modity  Programs  which  have  been  issued 
by  the  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
DivisioiL 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  March  1969,  to  become  effective 
March  21,  1969. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3388;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:48  am.] 


[Marketing  Agreement  146] 

1968  CROP  PEANUTS 
Indemnification 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  69-3153  appearing  at  page 
5306  of  the  issue  for  Saturday,  March  15, 
1969,  in  the  fifth  paragraph,  line  9,  the 
word  “my”  should  read  “by”. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
HAZLETON  LABORATORIES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(b)  (5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  9B2397)  has  been  filed  by  Hazleton 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  30, 
Falls  Church,  Va.  22046,  proposing  that 
§  121.2527  Antistatic  and/or  antifog¬ 
ging  agents  in  food-packaging  materials 
(21  CFR  121.2527)  be  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (b),  list  of  substances,  to  change 
the  present  item  “N,N-Bis(2-hydroxy- 
ethyl)  alkylamine,  where  the  alkyl  groups 
(Cir-Cw)  are  derived  from  tallow”  to  read 
“N,N-Bis(2-hydroxyethyl)  alkylamine. 


where  the  alkyl  groups  (Cu-Cu)  are  de¬ 
rived  from  tallow  or  cocoamlne.” 

Dated:  March  13, 1969. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3362;  FUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:45  am.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[CGFR  69-12] 

EQUIPMENT,  INSTALLATIONS,  OR 
MATERIALS 

Approval  Notice 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  69-3166  appearing  at  page 
5307  of  the  issue  for  Saturday,  March  15, 
1969,  in  column  1,  page  5308,  in  the  first 
line  of  the  third  paragraph  under  the 
center  heading  “Buoyant  Chishlons,  Ka¬ 
pok  or  Fibrous  Glass,”  the  reference  to 
“251”  should  read  “250”  and  the  word 
“group”  should  read  “special”. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-336] 

CONNECTICUT  LIGHT  AND  POWER 
CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  for 
Construction  Permit  and  Facility 
License 

The  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Co., 
Selden  Street,  Berlin,  Conn.;  The  Hart¬ 
ford  Electric  Light  Co.,  176  Chimberland 
Avenue,  Wethersfield,  Conn.;  Western 
Massachusetts  Electric  Co.,  174  Brush 
Hill  Avenue,  West  Springfield,  Mass.;  and 
The  Millstone  Point  Co.,  176  Chimberland 
Avenue,  Wethersfield,  Conn,  (the  appli¬ 
cants),  pursuant  to  section  104(b)  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  have  filed  an  application,  dated 
February  27, 1969,  for  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  and  facility  license  to  authorize  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  pressur¬ 
ized  water  nuclear  reactor  at  the  Mill¬ 
stone  Nuclear  Power  Station,  an  approx¬ 
imately  500-acre  site  on  Long  Island 
Sound  in  the  town  of  Waterford,  Conn., 
approximately  40  miles  southeast  of 
Hartford  and  3.2  miles  west  southwest 
of  New  London,  Conn. 

The  proposed  reactor,  designated  by 
the  applicants  as  Millstone  Nuclear 
Power  Station  Unit  2,  will  be  located 
adjacent  to  and  Just  north  of  the  Mill¬ 
stone  tKiit  1  boiling  water  nuclear  re¬ 
actor  which  is  now  under  construction. 
Millstone  Unit  2  is  designed  for  initial 
operation  at  approximately  2560  thermal 
megawatts  with  a  net  electrical  output 
of  approximately  828  megawatts.  The 
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proposed  facility  will  be  owned  and 
financed  by  The  Connecticut  Light  and 
Power  Co.,  The  Hartford  Electric  Light 
Co.  and  Western  Massachusetts  Electric 
Co.  as  tenants  in  common.  The  Millstone 
Point  Co.  will  act  as  representative  of 
the  owners  with  respect  to  design,  con¬ 
struction  and  OF>eration  of  the  facility. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  14th  day 
of  March  1969. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Peter  A.  Morris, 

Director, 

Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[Pit.  Doc.  69-3369;  Filed.  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

LAND-FILL  PROJECTS 
Notice  of  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  Basin  Commission  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  Wednesday, 
March  26,  1969,  beginning  at  2  p.m.  The 
hearing  will  be  held  in  Room  603,  City 
Hall  Annex,  Juniper  and  Filbert  Streets 
in  Philadelphia.  The  hearing  will  be  on 
the  following  matters: 

l.  A  proposal  to  amend  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
so  as  to  exempt  from  review  any  land¬ 
fill  project  not  having  a  substantial  effect 
on  water  resources  of  the  basin.  This 
would  be  accomplished  by  amending  sec¬ 
tion  2-3.5(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
by  adding  thereto  a  new  item  (14)  to 
read  as  follows: 

(14)  Land-fill  projects  limited  to  disposal 
of  solid  inert  wastes  such  as  earth,  rock, 
gravel,  concrete,  asphalt  paving  fragments, 
glass,  plaster,  plaster  board,  rubber  products, 
steel  mill  slag,  clay,  clay  products,  plastics, 
asbestos  shingles,  and  similar  materials. 

n.  Docket  No.  D-69-11:  A  proposed 
sanitary  land-fill  project  to  be  developed 
by  Morris  County  Landfill,  Inc.,  Moimt 
Olive  Township,  Morris  County,  N.J.  The 
project  will  be  located  off  CJold  Mine 
Road  and  will  be  operated  by  the  area 
fill  method. 

m.  Docket  No.  D-69-32:  A  proposed 
sanitary  land-fill  project  to  be  developed 
by  DeLorenzo  Paper  Stock,  Inc.,  Hamil¬ 
ton  Township,' Mercer  County,  N.J.  The 
10-acre  site  will  be  used  for  ttie  disposal 
of  solid  industrial  wastes  and  will  be 
located  in  the  area  known  as  Duck  Island. 

The  project  will  be  operated  by  the 
trench  method. 

All  persons  wishing  to  testify  are  re¬ 
quested  to  register  in  advance  with  the 


Secretary  to  the  Commission  (Telephone 
(609)  883-9500) . 

W.  Brinton  Whitall, 

Secretary. 

March  14, 1969. 

[FJR.  Doc.  69-3370;  PUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:46  ajn.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report  431] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  ^ 

Domestic  Public  Radio  Services  Ap¬ 
plications  Accepted  for  Filing  ^ 

March  17, 1969. 

Pursuant  to  §§  1.227(b)  (3)  and  21.26 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  appli¬ 
cation,  in  order  to  be  considered  with 
any  domestic  public  radio  services  appli- 


1  All  applications  listed  in  the  appendix  are 
subject  to  further  consideration  and  review 
and  may  be  retiurned  and/or  dismissed  if  not 
found  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules,  regulations,  and  other  require¬ 
ments. 

»The  above  alternative  cutoff  rules  apply 
to  those  applications  listed  in  the  appendix 
as  having  been  accepted  in  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  Polnt-to- 
Point  Microwave  Radio,  and  Local  Television 
Transmission  Services  (Part  21  of  the  rules) . 


cation  appearing  on  the  attached  list, 
must  be  substantially  complete  and  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  'The  close  of  business  1  busi¬ 
ness  day  preceding  the  day  on  which  the 
Commission  takes  action  on  the  previ¬ 
ously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within  60 
days  after  the  date  of  the  public  notice 
listing  the  first  prior  filed  application 
(with  which  subsequent  applications  are 
in  conflict)  as  having  been  accepted  for 
filing.  An  application  which  is  subse¬ 
quently  amended  by  a  major  change  will 
be  considered  to  be  a  newly  filed  appli¬ 
cation.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  cutoff 
dates  are  set  forth  in  the  alternative — 
applications  will  be  entitled  to  considera¬ 
tion  with  those  listed  in  the  appendix  if 
filed  by  the  end  of  the  60-day  period, 
only  if  the  Commission  has  not  acted 
upon  the  application  by  that  time  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  first  alternative  earlier  date. 
The  mutual  exclusivity  rights  of  a  new 
application  are  governed  by  the  earliest 
action  with  respect  to  any  one  of  the 
earlier  filed  conflicting  applications. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  pursuant  to 
section  309  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any 
domestic  public  radio  services  applica¬ 
tion  accepted  for  filing,  is  directed  to 
§  21.27  of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  pro¬ 
visions  governing  the  time  for  filing  and 
other  requirements  relating  to  such 
pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 


Appendix 

Applications  Accepted  Poe  Filing 
DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 
File  No.,  applicant,  call  sign,  and  nature  of  application 

6268-C2-MP-69 — Page  Call,  Inc.;  (KEC935) ;  Modification  of  C.P.  to  relocate  facilities  at  lo¬ 
cation  No.  3  from  280  Prospect  Avenue,  Hackensack,  N.J.,  to:  Hackensack  Hospital,  22 
Hospital  Place,  Hackensack,  N.J.,  operating  on  frequency  35.22  MHz. 

6260-C2-P-69 — ^Francis  R.  Real  doing  business  as  Associated  Telephone  Answering  Services; 
(New);  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way-slgnaling  station.  Frequency:  158.70  MHz.  Location:  Atrisco 
Grant,  7.5  miles  west  of  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

5287- C2-P-69 — Abe  Schonfeld;  (KIM906) ;  Modification  of  C.P.  to  replace  transmitter 
operating  on  base  frequency  454.025  MHz  at  location  No.  2  also  correct  address  of  location 
No.  2  to  read:  300  Bay  View  Drive,  North  Miami  Beach,  Fla. 

5288- C2-P-69 — Cherokee  Mobilphone  Co.;  (New);  C.P.  for  a  new  2-way  station.  Base  fre¬ 
quency:  152.09  MHz.  Location:  Crocketts  Ridge,  %o  mile  northwest  of  Morristown  Coun¬ 
try  Club,  Morristown,  Tenn. 

5295- Cl/C2-AL-(5)-69 — Lone  Star  State  Telephone  Co.;  Consent  to  assignment  of  license 
from  Lone  Star  Telephone  Co.,  Assignor  to  Texas  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.,  Assignee, 
Stations:  KLB517  Crockett,  Tex.;  KKT567  Rosebud,  Tex. 

5296- C2-AL-69 — ^Wilson  County  Telephone  Company,  Inc.;  (KLB763);  Consent  to  assign¬ 
ment  of  license  from  Wilson  Coimty  Telephone  Co.,  Inc.,  Assignor  to  Texas  Telephone  & 
Telegraph  Co.,  Assignee.  (2-way)  Station  at  Floresvllle,  Tex. 

5297- C2-P-69 — ^Lewls  M.  Kelley,  doing  business  as  Seattle  Radiotelephone  Service;  (New) ; 
C.P.  for  a  new  2- way  station.  Frequency:  454.10  MHz.  Location:  Forest  Park  School, 
Everett,  Wash. 

5299- C2-P-69 — General  Telephone  Co.  of  Illinois;  (New);  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way-slgnallng 
station.  Frequency:  152.84  MHz.  Location:  214  West  Monroe  Street,  Carbondale,  Ill. 

5300- C2-P-69 — Empire  Dispatch,  Inc.;  (New);  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way-slgnallng  station  to 
be  located  at  Buckhorm  Mountain,  15.5  miles  west-northwest  of  Fort  Collins,  Colo.,  to 
operate  on  base  frequency  152.24  MHz,  with  a  control  station  at  a  site  to  be  identified 
as  location  No.  2:  2109  South  23d  Avenue,  Greeley,  Colo,  to  operate  on  frequency 
454.35  MHz. 


No.  55 - 6 
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6301- C2-P-(3)-69 — Richard  O.  Deaderlck  and  Clara  Lockett,  doing  business  as  B.  O. 
Deaderick  Co.;  (New);  C.P.  for  a  new  2-way  station  to  be  located  at  1)4  miles  northwest  of 
Morristown,  Tenn.,  to  operate  on  base  frequency  152.09  MHz,  with  repeater  facilities  on 
459.20  MHz  and  a  control  station  at  a  site  to  be  identified  as  location  No.  2:  423  Depot 
Street,  Knoxville,  Tcnn.,  to  operate  on  frequency  454.20  MHz. 

6302- C2-P-60 — Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KIQ288) ;  C.P.  to  change  antenna 
system  operating  on  test  frequencies  157.80,  157.95,  and  158.07  MHz  at  its  test  station 
located  115  Northeast  Third  Avenue,  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

2096-C2-R-89 — Bell  Telephone  Co.  of  Nevada;  (KD9271);  Renewal  of  Developmental  sta¬ 
tion  license  expiring  Apr.  27,  1969.  Term  Apr.  27,  1969  to  Apr.  27,  1970. 

6306-C2-P-69 — Gulf  States-Unlted  Telephone  Co.;  (New);  CJ.  for  a  new  2-wBy  station. 
Base  frequency:  152.54  MHz.  Location:  1318  Caddo  Street,  Commerce,  Tex. 

6322-C2-P-69 — James  D.  and  Lawrence  D.  Garvey,  doing  business  as  Radiofone;  (KK0349) ; 
C.P.  to  Install  an  additional  base  channel  to  operate  on  frequency  454.325  MHz  at  its 
station  located  at  Corner  OKeefe  and  Howard  Streets,  New  Orleans,  La. 

5323-C2-P-(4)-69 — Charles  E.  Sackermann  trading  as  Tra-Mar  Radio  Communications: 
(KEJ888);  CJ*.  to  install  additional  channels  to  operate  on  base  frequency  454.325  MHz 
at  Location  No.  1:  £.  H.  Armstrong  Field  Laboratory,  Route  No.  9W,  Alpine,  N.J.  and 
at  location  No.  2:  26  Journal  Square,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  also  add  a  new  site  to  be  identified 
as  location  No.  3 :  Stone  Hedge  House,  8200  Boulevard  East,  North  Bergen,  N.J.,  to  operate 
on  base  frequencies  454.30  and  454.325  MHz. 

6324- C2-P-69— Uberty  Communications,  Inc.;  (KCC485) ;  C.P.  to  relocate  the  152.03  MHz 
facUltlee  from  location  No.  2:  Bocxth  Hill,  Trumbull,  Conn.,  to  a  new  site  to  be 
identified  as  location  No.  3:  Long  Hill,  approximately  3)4  miles  north-northeast  of 
Bridgeport,  Conn. 

6325- C2-P-69 — ^The  Township  Telephone  Co.  of  Chaumont,  N.Yj  (New);  CJ*.  for  a  new 
2-way  station  to  be  located  on  Brownvllle  Road,  1.25  miles  north  of  BrownvUle,  N.T.,  to 
operate  on  base  frequency  152.21  MHz. 

5345-C2-AL-69 — Charles  E.  Sackermann,  trading  as  Tra-Mar  Radio  Communications; 
(KEJ888);  Consent  to  as^gnment  of  license  from  Charles  E.  Sackerman,  trading  as 
Tra-Mar  Radio  Communications,  Assignor  to  Tra-Mar  Communications,  Inc.,  Assignee. 
2-way  station  at  Union  City,  N.J. 

5359-C3-(4)-69 — Southwestern  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KKC262);  C.P.  to  add  two  channels, 

'  152.54  and  152.75  MHz,  replace  transmitters  operating  on  152.51  and  152.63  MHz  and 
add  test  station  to  operate  on  157.77,  157.80,  157.89,  and  158.01  MHz  and  change  antenna 
system  at  its  station  located  105  Auditorium  Circle,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Correction 

5197-C2-P-e9 — ^Mobilfone  of  Kansas;  (New);  Correct  entry  to  read  CP.  for  a  new  2-way 
station  to  be  located  at  1.5  miles  west  of  city  limits,  Topeka,  Kans.,  to  operate  on 
frequency  454.025  MHz. 

5079-C2-P-(2)-e9 — South  Central  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KKM580);  Correct  entry  to  read 
CP.  to  add  a  second  channel  to  operate  on  frequency  152.54  MHz,  all  other  particulars 
remain  the  same  as  reported  on  public  notice  dated  Mar.  10,  1969,  Report  No.  430. 


Renewals  of  licenses  expiring  April  1,  1969. 
Term:  April  1,  1969,  to  AprU  1,  1974. 


CALIFORNIA 

CaU 

Licensee  sign 

Auto-Phone  Co _ KMM626 

Clearlake  Radiotelephone _ _  KMM692 

Communications  Engdneeting  Oo_  KMA742 

Delta  Mobile  Radio  Service _  KMJ221 

Uklah  Answering  Service _  KMM657 


ILLINOIS 

CaU 

Licensee  sign 

North  Shore  Radio-Telephone,  KSA256 
Inc. 

INDIANA 

South  Shore  Radio-Telephone,  KSB591 
Inc. 

J.  B.  Wathen  HI _  KSC870 


Licensee 

Jay-En,  Inc _ 

Page  Boy,  Inc _ 

MISSOURI 

Certified  Telephone  Answering 
Service. 

Do _ 


MONTANA 

Able  Answering  Service _ 

NEW  JERSEY 


Mueller  Electronics,  Inc. 
Do _ _ 


NEW  MEXICO 

Radio  Disxiatch  Service _ 

Western  Mobilphone,  Inc _ 

NEW  YORK 

Messages  by  Radio,  Inc _ 

Telephone  Answering  Exchange 
of  Hempstead,  Inc. 

NORTH  CABCH.INA 

Aircall  Co _ 

Do _ 

Anserphone _ 

Anserphone  of  Durham _ 

Anserphone  of  High  Point _ 

Commimlcatlon  Specialists  Co_. 
Raleigh  Radio  Paging  Service, 
Inc. 

Two-Way  Radio  of  Carolina,  Inc. 

OHIO 

Cuyahoga  County  Communica¬ 
tions  Co. 

Ohio  Mobile  Telephone  Oo.,  Inc _ 

Do . . . 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Contact  _ _ 


PUERTO  RICO 

San  Juan  Radio  Telephone  Corp. 
San  Juan  Radio  Call _ 

TEXAS 

Forester  Radiotelephone  Service. 

Do . . 

Industrial  Communications  of 
Pecos,  Inc. 

Pocket  Paging  Service,  Inc - 

Telephone  and  Radio  Answering 
Service  Co.,  Inc. 


FLORIDA 


Radio  Telephone  Communlca-  KIR200 
tlons,  Inc. 

Do _  KIT726 

Do . . .  KIY455 

Spencer  Communications  Service.  KIY446 
Do . .  KIY748 

IDAHO 

Tel-Car,  Inc _  KLP490 

Do . KUA224 


KANSAS 

Radar  Paging  Service -  KLP479 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Electrocom  Corp _  KCI297 

Fitchburg  Auto-Phone  Oo -  KCA745 

MICHIGAN 

Instant  Communications,  Inc...  KQA338 
Do _  KQD303 


UTAH 

Mobile  Radio  Telephone  Service, 
Inc. 

Do _ 

VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Electronics  Unlimited  Corp — ___ 

WASHINGTON 

Coronet  Enterprises,  Inc _ _ 

Telephone  Message  Exchange — 
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KFJ901 

KAA285 


KADg2S 

kAF240 


KOP307 


KEC744 

KEC746 


KKX716 

KKM582 


KEA200 

KEA255 


KIY776 

KIY779 

KIG841 

KIY758 

KFL931 

KIY749 

KIY409 

KIY441 


KLF508 

KQK7U 

KQK733 


KGC223 


WWA311 

WWA335 


KKG40g 

KK0344 

KKJ454 

KLB716 

KKG561 


KOA272 

KOE262 


WWA336 


KOA271 

KMM697 
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5518  NOTICES 

POINT-TO-POINT  MICBOWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE  (TELEPHONE  CARRIERS) - Continued 

6339- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KPM77);  CP.  to  add  4190  MHz 
toward  Mormon  Mesa,  Nev.,  and  toward  Arden,  Nev..  and  change  antenna  system  at 
station  located  12.4  miles  southwest  of  Moapa,  Nev. 

6340- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KPM78) ;  CP.  to  add  frequency  4198 
MHz  toward  Arrow  Canyon  and  Beer  Bottle,  Nev.,  and  change  antenna  system  at  Its 
station  located  9.3  miles  east  of  Sloan,  Nev. 

6341- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KPM79) ;  CP.  to  add  frequency  4190 
MHz  toward  Arden,  Nev.,  and  toward  Clma,  Calif.,  and  change  antenna  system  at  Its 
station  located  10.4  miles  southeast  of  Jean,  Nev. 

5342-C1-P-89 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KNB54) ;  CP.  to  add  frequency  4198 
MHz  toward  Beer  Bottle,  Nev.,  and  change  antenna  system  at  station  located  4.6  miles 
east  of  Clma,  Calif. 

e343-Cl-P-69 — Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KIB25);  CP.  to  add  frequency 
10,995  MHz  toward  Stone  Mountain,  Oa.,  at  station  located  61  Ivy  Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  Oa. 

6344-C1-P-69 — Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (New);  CP.  for  a  new  fixed 
station.  Frequency:  11,446  MHz.  Location:  1.5  miles  east  of  Stone  Mountain,  Oa. 

Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service  (Nontelephone) 

6257-<ll-P-69 — ^Teleprompter  Transmission  of  Kansas,  Inc.;  (KPH86);  CP.  to  change  fre¬ 
quencies  6259.6  MHy.  and  6359.6  MHz  to  6219.6  MHz  and  6293.6  MHz  toward  Oreat  Falls, 
Mont.,  and  change  frequency  6269.6  MHz  to  6293.6  MHz  toward  Little  Kockles,  Mont. 
Station  location:  Hlghwoods  Peak,  Mont. 

6306-C1-AL-(3)-69 — Northern  Microwave,  Inc.;  Consent  to  assignment  of  license  from 
Northern  Mlcn-owave  Service,  Inc.,  Assignor,  to  Maine  Microwave,  Inc.,  Assignee.  Stations: 
KCK58,  Bear  Mountain,  Maine;  KCK59,  Quoggy  Joe  Mountain,  Maine;  KCK60,  Caribou, 
Maine. 

6295-Cl/C2-AL-(5)-69 — ^Lone  Star  State  Telephone  Co.;  Ccmsent  to  assignment  of  license 
from  Lone  Star  State  Telephone  Co.,  Assignor,  to  Texas  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co., 
Assignee.  Stations:  KKK68,  Dodge,  Tex.,  and  KLB49,  Crockett,  Tex. 

Major  Amendment 

8661-C1-P-69 — ^Western  Microwave,  Inc.;  (New);  Application  amended  to  change  fre¬ 
quency  6887.6  MHz  to  11,036H  MHz  toward  Nelson  Peak,  Utah,  on  azimuth  of  237*38*. 

3663-C1-P-69 — ^Western  Microwave,  Inc.;  (New);  Application  amended  to  change  fre¬ 
quency  7062.6  MHz  to  11,486  MHz  toward  Salt  Lake  City  (KUKD-TV),  Utah,  on  azimuth 
of  67*38*.  Other  particulars  same  as  reported  In  public  notice  dated  Dec.  23,  1968. 

[F.B.  Doc.  69-3394;  Filed,  Mar.  20, 1969;  8:48  am.] 


[FCC  69-236] 

CERTAIN  GUARD  BAND  APPLICA¬ 
TIONS  ON  PUBLIC  NOTICE 

Temporary  Modification  of 
Processing  Priorities 

March  14, 1969. 

On  February  20,  1969,  the  U.S.  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit  denied 
a  petition  for  review  of  Commission  ac¬ 
tion  amending  the  rules  to  provide  two 
new  frequencies  in  the  150.8-162  Mc/s 
band  for  use  by  wireline  and  nonwlre- 
line  companies  for  one-way  paging 
service.  Applications  for  these  frequen¬ 
cies  are  therefore  now  ready  for  proc¬ 
essing.  Only  two  Guard  Band  frequencies 
are  available  to  each  class  of  carrier 
(wireline  and  nonwireline) ,  and  there  is 
great  interest  in  being  able  to  provide  the 
service.  Hence,  a  large  number  of  appli¬ 
cations  have  been  filed  and  many  of  them 
are  apparently  mutually  exclusive  with 
other  applications  because  of  electrical 
interference  or  alleged  economic  com¬ 
petitive  injury. 

Standard  procedure  would  require 
that  applications  be  considered  in 
chronological  order.  Under  normal  cir¬ 
cumstances,  this  procedure  is  desirable 
in  the  interest  of  fair  treatment  to  all 
applicants.  However,  the  Commission  is 
here  confronted  with  extraordinary  cir¬ 
cumstances  presented  by  the  large  vol- 
xune  of  applications  filed  in  response  to 
our  amended  rules.  Thus,  we  have  found 
it  necessary  to  depart  from  our  custom¬ 
ary  processing  procedures  with  respect  to 


the  Guard  Band  applications  on  public 
notice  between  May  13,  1968,  when  the 
Commission  released  its  report  and  order 
allocating  such  frequencies,  and  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1969,  when  the  Court  denied  the 
petition  for  review.  Adherence  to  the 
normal  procedure  would  cause  extended 
delay  in  processing  those  applications 
with  no  conflict  or  Impediment  and 
covering  areas  of  the  coxmtry  either  not 
served  or  underserved,  while  considera¬ 
tion  is  afforded  the  multiple  competitive 
applications  filed  for  a  single  community 
with  all  the  accompanying  complex  prob¬ 
lems.  Further,  it  is  Important  that  the 
Guard  Band  applications  not  be  proc¬ 
essed  at  the  expense  of  the  normal  proc¬ 
essing  of  applications  filed  in  other 
services  for  common  carrier  radio  facil¬ 
ities.  Rather,  both  types  of  applications 
will  be  processed  in  parallel  as  rapidly 
as  possible. 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  the 
Commission  is  persuaded  that  the  public 
Interest  will  best  be  served  if  its  proc¬ 
essing  priorities  are  temporarily  modified 
as  to  the  Guard  Band  applications  on 
public  notice  between  May  13,  1968  and 
February  20,  1969,  as  follows: 

States  will  be  reviewed  in  alphabetical 
order  to  determine  where  nonconfiicting 
applications  appear  to  have  been  filed. 
If  the  application  is  without  impediment 
or  protest,  a  grant  will  be  made.  Similarly, 
where  wireline  and  nonwireline  applica¬ 
tions  are  pending  for  the  same  com¬ 
munity  and  neither  is  protested,  both 
will  be  afforded  immediate  consideration. 
Following  this  selwtive  approach,  ap¬ 


plications  which  can  be  resolved  will  be 
spun  off  without  delay.  Applications 
which  on  initial  review  indicate  a  con- 
filet  not  readily  subject  to  resolution, 
will  receive  appropriate  consideration 
after  such  initial  spinning  off  process  is 
completed.  A  major  amendment  of  any 
application  imder  this  cut-off  lunbrella 
will  cause  removal  of  the  application 
from  immediate  consideration  consistent 
with  the  cut-off  rule.  Since  it  Is  obviously 
not  possible  to  anticipate  every  situation 
which  may  be  encoimtered  during  the 
processing  phase,  the  exercise  of  discre¬ 
tion  and  judgment  will  be  reserved  for 
ad  hoc  situations  as  they  arise.  Deter¬ 
minations  will  be  made  in  the  best  inter¬ 
est  of  the  public. 

Action  by  the  Commission  March  13, 
1969.^ 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  69-3395;  FUed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:48  Rjn.] 


[Dockets  Nos.  18482, 18483;  FCC  69-226] 

BUCKEYE  COMMUNICATIONS  CO. 
AND  MICHIGAN  BELL  TELEPHONE 
CO. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Designating  Applications  for  Con¬ 
solidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Buckeye  Com¬ 
munications  Co.  for  a  Public  Class  EH-B 
Coast  Station  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  Docket 
No.  18482,  FUe  No.  4631-M-P-28;  Michi¬ 
gan  Bell  Telephone  Co.  for  renewal  of 
Station  KQB666  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  Docket 
No.  18483,  FUe  No.  5805-M-RL-29. 

1.  On  February  20,  1968,  an  applica¬ 
tion  was  filed  by  Buckeye  Commimica- 
tions  Co.  for  a  Public  Class  IH-B  (VHF) 
Coast  Station  to  be  located  at  Toledo, 
Ohio.  Buckeye’s  appUcation  requested 
the  use  of  the  frequencies  161.9  (work¬ 
ing)  and  156.8  Mc/s  (calling  and  dis¬ 
tress)  ,  PubUc  Class  m-B  Coast  stations 
provide  ship-shore  radiotelephone  com¬ 
mon  carrier  (public  correspondence) 
service,  primarily  of  a  local  character, 
on  VHF  channels. 

2.  On  April  30, 1968,  a  petition  to  deny 
the  application  of  Buckeye  was  filed  by 
Lorain  Electronics  Corp.  One  of  Lorain’s 
pubUc  coast  stations  is  located  at  Lorain, 
Ohio  (WMI) ,  and  operates  on  frequen¬ 
cies  in  the  band  2-9  Mc/s  and  in  the 
VHF  band  on  the  frequencies  161.9, 
162.0,  and  156.8  Mc/s  employing  the 
same  primary  working  frequency  161.9 
Mc/s  as  proposed  by  Buckeye.  WMI 
and  Buckeye’s  proposed  srtiation  would 
be  approximately  70  mUes  apart.  On 
August  12,  1968,  a  petition  to  deny 
the  application  of  Buckeye  was  filed 
by  Michigan  Bell  Telephone  Co.  Michi¬ 
gan  Bell  is  the  Ucensee  of  a  pubUc  coast 
station  located  at  Detroit,  Mich.  (K^B- 
666),  operating  on  frequencies  in  the  2 


1  Commissioners  Hyde  (Chairman.) ,  Bartley, 
Robert  E.  Lee,  Cox,  VtTadswortb,  Johnston  and 
H.  Bex  Lee. 
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Mc/s  band  and  also  on  161.9  and  156.8 
Mc/s  in  the  VHP  band.  Station  KBQ-666 
is  approximately  53  miles  from  the  sta¬ 
tion  proposed  by  Buckeye. 

3.  Lorain  alleges  that  substantial  In¬ 
terference  between  its  station  WMI  and 
Buckeye’s  proposed  station  would  occur 
if  Buckeye  were  to  construct  and  operate 
such  station  as  proposed  because  of  the 
proximity  of  the  two  stations  and  the 
use  of  the  same  transmitting  and  receiv¬ 
ing  frequencies.  Lorain  states  that  it  has 
received  interference  from  stations  oper¬ 
ating  on  the  same  frequencies  from  dis¬ 
tances  greater  than  that  which  would 
separate  station  WMI  and  Buckeye’s  pro¬ 
posed  station.  Lorain  also  alleges  that 
overlap  would  occur  between  the  two  sta¬ 
tions  and  this  would  reduce  its  effective 
service  area  and  cause  a  reduction  in 
revenues.  Lorain  further  alleges  that  its 
station  “can  serve  nearly  all  of  the 
Toledo  harbor  area  which  Buckeye’s  pro¬ 
posed  station  could  serve.’’  In  connection 
with  this  petition  to  deny,  other  respon¬ 
sive  pleadings  were  filed  by  both  the  Pe¬ 
titioner  and  Buckeye.  In  these  pleadings 
a  question  of  whether  the  presentation  by 
petitioner  of  engineering  data  in  its  reply 
to  the  opposition  was  consistent  with 
S  1.45(b)  of  the  rules  was  raised  because 
the  reply  was  allegedly  not  limited  to 
matters  raised  in  the  opposition.  Buckeye 
responded  to  this  reply.  Both  these  plead¬ 
ings  contained  useful  information  and 
have  been  considered  in  the  action  taken 
herein. 

4.  Michigan  Bell’s  objection  is  directed 
essentially  to  the  anticipated  interfer¬ 
ence.  Michigan  Bell  makes  no  claim  to 
be  able  to  serve  the  Toledo  harbor  ade¬ 
quately  from  Detroit:  however,  it  states 
that  calls  have  been  completed  within 
the  Toledo  harbor  area  during  periods 
of  unusually  good  propagation  to  ships 
with  antennas  above  average  height 
above  lake  level.  Michigan  Bell  indicates 
that  it  would  interpose  no  objection  if 
another  frequency  were  selected  by  the 
iq)plicant.  It  is  noted  that  other  fre¬ 
quencies  are  available,  including  one  of 
the  primary  frequencies  162.0  Mc/s. 
However,  Michigan  Bell’s  petition  to  deny 
is  not  supported  by  an  affidavit  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  309(d)  (1)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 
The  petition,  therefore,  is  defective  and 
will  be  dismissed.  ’The  objections  of 
Michigan  Bell  will  be  considered  as  in¬ 
formal  objections.  Michigan  Bell  pres¬ 
ently  has  on  file  an  application  for  re¬ 
newal  of  Station  KQB666  at  Detroit, 
Mich.  Inasmuch  as  Michigan  Bell  has 
based  its  objection  on  Interference  to  its 
Detroit  station,  it  is  appropriate  that 
this  application  be  included  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  so  that  it  may  be  considered  on 
a  comparative  basis  with  the  station  pro¬ 
posed  by  Buckeye. 

5.  An  analysis  of  the  pleadings  filed  in 
this  matter  does  not  establish  conclu¬ 
sively  whether,  or  to  what  extent,  there 
is  now  an  unfilled  need  for  VHF  public 
radio  maritime  communications  service 
facilities  to  serve  the  local  boating  com¬ 
munity  at  Toledo,  Ohio;  what  the  eco¬ 
nomic  impact,  if  any,  of  the  proposed 
station  will  be  on  existing  stations;  the 


extent,  if  any,  to  which  the  service  area 
of  the  proposed  station  would  overlap 
with  the  service  areas  of  petitioner’s  sta¬ 
tions;  and  whether  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  station  on  161.9  Mc/s  would  cause 
mutually  harmful  interference  to  exist¬ 
ing  stations.  Additionally,  there  is  a  fun¬ 
damental  question  of  whether  a  boating 
community  such  as  Toledo,  Ohio,  with  a 
population  in  a  metropolitan  area  of 
nearly  one-half  million  people,  should 
be  entitled  to  local  service  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  fact  that  it  may  be  within  an 
area  in  which  satisfactory  commimica- 
tions  can  ordinarily  be  exchanged  with  a 
public  coast  station  established  to  serve 
another  local  area.  Accordingly,  in  view 
of  these  substantial  and  material  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  a  determination  that  it  would 
be  in  the  public  interest  to  grant  the 
application;  therefore,  an  evidentiary 
hearing  is  necessary  to  resolve  the  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact  and  to  determine  if  the 
public  interest  would  be  served  by  a  grant 
of  the  subject  application.  Except  for  the 
issues  specified  herein,  the  applicant  is 
otherwise  qualified. 

6.  On  July  15,  1968,  the  Lake  Carriers’ 
Association  filed  a  petition  to  interv^e 
and  stay  this  proceeding  pending  the 
outcome  of  a  study  and  review  of  futme 
radiotel^hone  communications  needs  on 
the  Great  Lakes.  The  Association  as¬ 
serted  that  its  purposes  included  con¬ 
sideration  and  action  on  all  general  ques¬ 
tions  relating  to  navigation  and  business 
on  the  Great  Lakes  and  that  vessels  of 
its  members  transport  about  90  percent 
of  the  total  commerce  of  the  Great  Lakes 
which  moves  in  American  fiag  vessels. 
On  July  23,  1968,  the  applicant  filed  an 
Opposition  and  asserted,  in  effect,  that 
the  Association  had  not  made  a  showing 
that  the  studies  related  specifically  to 
the  local  needs  of  the  Toledo,  Ohio  area, 
and  that  its  general  showing  is  insuffi¬ 
cient  to  establish  a  standing  to  contest 
or  delay  action  on  the  pending  applica¬ 
tion.  We  believe  that  the  Lake  Carriers’ 
Association  by  the  very  nature  and  pm- 
poses  of  its  activity  and  in  view  of  the 
composition  of  its  membership  is  a  party 
in  Interest  and  entitled  to  participate  in 
a  proceeding  involving  radio  communica¬ 
tion  services  or  facilities  available  for 
use  by  its  members  and  to  this  extent 
its  Petition  will  be  granted  and  the  As¬ 
sociation  will  be  designated  a  party.  With 
respect  to  its  request  to  stay  the  proceed¬ 
ings,  we  do  not  consider  such  action  ap¬ 
propriate.  The  petitioner  indicated  that 
the  study  would  be  completed  in  3  months 
but  to  date  no  material  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted.  The  applicant  and  the  local  boat¬ 
ing  community  involved  are  entitled  to 
action  as  promptly  as  possible  on  the 
pending  application.  Furthermore,  the 
petition  filed  by  the  Great  Lakes  Car¬ 
riers’  Association  does  not  sufficiently 
show,  as  asserted  by  the  applicant,  how 
the  study  would  directly  and  specifically 
relate  to  the  local  needs  at  Toledo,  Ohio. 
Accordingly,  the  request  to  stay  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  denied. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  ’That  the  above-entitled  applica- 
sions  are  hereby  designated  for  hearing 
in  a  consolidated  proceeding  at  a  time 


and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order  on  the  following  issues: 

(a)  TO  determine  the  extait  of  need 
in  the  local  Toledo,  <%io  area  for  pub¬ 
lic  maritime  radio  ccMnmunicatlons 
service. 

(b)  To  determine  the  extent,  if  any, 
to  which  the  need  for  such  services  is 
not  being  satisfactorily  met  by  existing 
public  coast  stations. 

(c)  To  determine  whether  a  VHP  pub¬ 
lic  coast  station  to  provide  service  pri¬ 
marily  of  a  local  character  should  be  es¬ 
tablished  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  even  if  To¬ 
ledo  lies  within  an  area  in  which  satis¬ 
factory  maritime  radio  communications 
can  ordinarily  be  exchanged  with  public 
coast  stations  established  to  provide 
service  primarily  to  other  localities. 

(d)  To  determine  the  nature,  amount 
and  source  of  VHP  traffic  now  handled 
by  Station  WMI  and  the  amount  of  such 
traffic,  if  any,  that  would  be  lost  if  the 
propoi^  station  is  established,  and  the 
economic  impact  on  WMI  as  a  result  of 
any  such  loss  in  traffic. 

(e)  To  determine  the  VHP  su^a  in 
which  Station  WMI  can  exchange  sat¬ 
isfactory  communications  with  vessels 
and  the  ext^t,  if  any,  to  which  such  area 
overlaps  with  that  of  the  proposed 
station. 

(f)  To  determine  the  nature,  amount 
and  source  of  VHP  traffic  now  handled 
by  Station  K<^666  and  the  amount  of 
such  traffic,  if  any,  that  would  be  lost 
if  the  proposed  station  is  established, 
and  the  economic  impact  on  KQB666  as 
a  result  of  any  such  loss  in  traffic. 

(g)  To  determine  the  area  in  which 
Station  KQB666  can  satisfactorily  ex¬ 
change  conrununicatlons  with  vessels,  and 
the  extent,  if  any,  to  which  such  area 
overlaps  with  that  of  the  proposed 
station. 

(h)  To  determine  the  nature  and  ex¬ 
tent  of  cochannel  interference,  if  any, 
that  would  arise  from  operation  of  the 
facility  proposed  by  Buckeye  on  161.9 
Mc/s  and  whether  such  interference 
would  be  tolerable  .or  mutually  harmful 
to' Stations  WMI  and  KQB666. 

(i)  If  it  is  determined  that  there  is 
no  need  for  additional  service,  to  deter¬ 
mine  on  a  comparative  basis  wWch  appli¬ 
cant  would  provide  the  public  with  bet¬ 
ter  public  coast  station  service  based  on 
the  following  considerations: 

(1)  Coverage  area  and  its  relationship 
to  the  greatest  niunber  of  potential  users; 

( 2 )  Hours  of  operation ; 

(3)  Rates  and  charges; 

(4)  Personnel  available  to  operate  the 
station  and  their  experience  in  marine 
communication;  and 

(5)  Interconnection  with  landline 
facilities. 

(j)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  on  all  the  foregoing 
issues,  whether  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  will  be  served  by 
a  grant  of  any  or  all  of  the  subject 
applications. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  on  issues  (a),  (b),  (c),  and 
(h)  is  placed  upon  Buckeye  Communica¬ 
tions  Co.  and  on  issues  (d)  and  (e)  upon 
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Lorain  Electronics  and  on  issues  (f )  and 
(g)  upon  Michigan  Bell. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  cov¬ 
erage  area  will  be  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  information  contained  In  Appen¬ 
dix  P,  “The  Propagation  Characteristics 
of  the  Frequency  Band  152-162  Me 
Which  is  Available  for  Marine  Radio 
Commimications,”  to  the  report  entitled 
“Study  of  a  Reliable  Short  Range  Radio¬ 
telephone  System,”  dated  February  21, 
1956,  prepared  by  Special  Committee  No. 
19  of  the  Radio  Technical  Commission 
for  Marine  Services  (RTCM),  or  such 
other  standards  as  may  be  agreed  upon 
by  all  the  parties. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pe¬ 
tition  to  deny,  filed  herein  by  Michigan 
Bell  Telephone  Co.  is  dismissed,  and,  con¬ 
sidered  as  an  informal  objection. 

11.  /f  is /urt/icr  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  filed  herein  by  the  Lake  Carriers’  As¬ 
sociation  is  granted  to  the  extent  indi¬ 
cated  herein  and  is  otherwise  denied. 

12.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
Buckeye  Communications  Co.,  Michigan 
Bell  Telephone  Co.,  Lorain  Electronics, 
Inc.,  and  the  Lake  Carriers’  Association, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  in  person,  or  by  attorney, 
shall  within  twenty  (20)  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order  file  with  the  Cmn- 
mlssion  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  ai^ear  on 
the  date  set  for  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

Adopted:  March  12, 1969. 

Released:  March  17, 1969. 

Federal  Cohhumicatioms 

COMjnsSIONER,^ 

[sealI  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary, 

IPJl.  Doc.  69-3396:  PUed,  Mar.  20,  1969 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  17174:  PCC  69-218] 

SIOUX  EMPIRE  BROADCASTING  CO 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Enlarging  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Eider  C.  Stangland 
and  Wallace  L.  Stangland,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Sioux  Empire  Broadcasting  Co., 
Sioux  Palls,  S,  Dak.,  Docket  No.  17174, 
Pile  No.  BP-15191;  for  construction 
permit. 

1.  Involved  in  this  proceeding  is  the 
application  of  Elider  C.  Stangland  and 
Wallace  L.  Stangland,  doing  business  as 
Sioux  Empire  Broadcasting  Co.,  for  a 
construction  permit  for  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  to  operate  on  the  fre¬ 
quency  1520  kHz,  500  w,  daytime  only. 


>  Chairman  Hyde  absent. 


at  Sioux  Pedis,  S.  Dak.^  The  application 
was  designated  for  hearing  by  our  Or¬ 
der,  6  PCC  2d  707,  released  February  16, 
1967.’  The  ultimate  issues  in  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  Sioux  Empire’s  application  were 
to  determine:  (a)  ’The  efforts  made  by 
Sioux  Empire  to  ascertain  the  program¬ 
ing  needs  and  interests  of  the  area  to  be 
served  and  the  manner  in  which  Sioux 
Empire  proposes  to  meet  such  needs  and 
interests;  and  (b)  whether,  in  light  of 
the  evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issue,  a  grant  of  the  application 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.’ 

2.  KISD,  Inc.,  which  was  made  a  party 
to  this  proceeding,  in  its  application  for 
review  requests  the  Commission  to  grant 
review  of  the  Board’s  decision  affirming 
the  Hearing  Examiner’s  grant  of  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  Sioux  Empire.  KISD 
focuses  on  two  major  issues;  (a) 
Whether  an  experienced  local  broad¬ 
caster  is  nonetheless  obligated  to  make 
a  meaningful  effort  to  ascertain  the 
needs  and  interests  of  his  local  com¬ 
munity  and  to  propose  programing  de¬ 
signed  to  serve  its  needs  and  interests 
*  imder  the  standards  enimciated  in  Min- 
shall  Broadcasting  Company.  Inc.,  11 
PCC  2d  796  (1968);  and  (b)  whether 
the  Commission  erred  in  determining, 
without  evidentiary  hearing,  that  Sioux 
Empire’s  pr(«>osed  1.0  mv/m  contour 
would  not  overlap  the  1.0  mv/m  con¬ 
tour  of  KIWA,  Sheldon,  Iowa,  in  contra¬ 
vention  of  §  73.35(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

3.  In  the  designation  order,  we  refused 
to  specify  a  §  73.35(a)  duopoly  issue,  find¬ 
ing  that  the  1.0  mv/m  contour  of  KIWA, 
Sheldon,  Iowa,  and  the  projected  1.0 
mv/m  contour  of  Sioux  Empire’s  pro- 


1  Before  us  are  the  following  matters:  (a) 
The  Initial  Decision  of  Hearing  Examiner 
Forest  L.  McClennlng  (PCC  68D-2.  12  FCC 
2d  582)  released  on  Jan.  19,  1968;  (b)  the 
Decision  (PCC  68R-385,  14  PCC  2d  638) 
herein  released  by  the  Review  Board  on 
Sept.  17,  1968;  (c)  the  application  for  review 
filed  on  Oct.  17,  1968,  by  KISD,  Inc.  (KISD); 
(d)  the  opposition  filed  Oct.  29,  1968,  by 
Sioux  Eknplre  Broadcasting  Co.;  (e)  the  op¬ 
position  filed  on  Nov.  1,  1968,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau;  and  (f)  the  reply  filed 
Nov.  14,  1968,  by  KISD. 

*  By  memorandum  opinion  and  order  (PCC 
67-916,  9  FCC  2d  683)  released  Aug.  10,  1967, 
the  application  of  John  L.  Breece  for  a  per¬ 
mit  to  construct  a  new  standard  broadcast 
station  on  1000  kHz,  with  10  kilowatts  of 
power,  daytime  only  at  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
was  consolidated  for  hearing  In  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  On  Apr.  19,  1968,  the  Review  Board  re¬ 
leased  its  decision  (12  FCC  2d  579)  severing 
and  granting  the  unopposed  Breece  applica¬ 
tion.  In  so  doing,  the  Board  examined  and 
adopted  all  of  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  relating  to  the  Breece 
application. 

*We  also  designated  an  issue  concerning 
the  adequacy  of  revenues  to  support  more 
than  three  commercial  broadcast  stations 
in  the  area  to  be  served.  However,  during 
the  hearing  KISD  stated  that  It  was  no 
longer  pressing  this  economic  Issue.  There¬ 
fore,  no  proposed  findings  of  fact  and  conclu¬ 
sions  of  law  pertinent  to  that  issue  were  filed 
by  the  i>arties. 


posed  station  at  Sioux  Falls  would  be  I  wi 

tangent.  Accordingly  no  violation  of  I  De 

§  73.35(a)  of  the  rules  was  indicated.  I  su 

KISD  objected  to  this  conclusion  in  an  I  co 

exception  to  the  initial  decision.  iTie  I  op 

Review  Board  considered  KISD’s  posi-  I  la 

tion  to  be  erroneous,  based  in  part  on  I  be 

KISD’s  failure  to  submit  new  data.  Sioux  I  be 

Empire  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau  prgue  I  tii 

that  KISD  is  now  precluded  from  coek-  I 

ing  review  of  the  duopoly  question  be-  I  si 
cause  KISD  did  not  immediately  seek  I  ui 

reconsideration  of  the  designation  order.  I  g 

4.  We  agree  with  KISD  that  its  excep-  I  e 

tion  to  the  resolution  of  the  duopoly  I  tl 

question  is  properly  before  us  in  this  I  I 

application  for  review.  Section  1.111  of  I  1 

the  rules  specifies  the  circumstances  per-  I  s 

mitting  reconsideration  of  a  designs-  I  I 

tion  order.  Pursuant  to  this  section,  re-  I  1 

consideration  is  permissible  only  where  I  1 

the  petition  rela^  to  an  adverse  ruling  I  i 

with  resp>ect  to  the  petitioner’s  participa-  I  i 

tion  or  where  the  applicant  asserts  that  I 
his  application  should  have  been  granted  I 

without  hearing.  Neither  the  Broadcast  I 

Bureau  nor  Sioux  Empire  argues  that  I 

KISD’s  request  for  a  duopoly  issue  falls  I 

within  the  scope  of  either  of  these  provi-  I 

sions.  Therefore,  where  the  objector  pre-  I 

serves  his  exception  pursuant  to  §  1.277  I 

of  the  rules,  as  here,  review  is  appropri-  I 

ate  in  an  application  for  review  and  I 

KISD’s  exception  to  our  failure  to  in-  I 

elude  the  duopoly  issue  in  the  designs-  I 

Mon  order  is  properly  before  us.  I 

5.  Having  established  KISD’s  right  to  I 
seek  review  of  the  overlap  question,  we  I 
shall  now  consider  the  validity  of  its  I 
contentions.  Section  73.35(a)  of  the  rules  I 
specifically  provides  that  no  license  for  I 
an  AM  station  shall  be  granted  to  any  I 
party  if  that  party  has  one  AM  station  I 
and  if  grant  of  the  license  will  result  in  I 
any  overlap  of  the  predicted  or  measured  I 
1.0  mv/m  contours  of  the  existing  and  I 

proposed  stations.  KISD  claims  that  I 

Sioux  Empire’s  proposed  1.0  mv/m  con-  I 
tour  will  overlap  the  1 .0  mv/m  contour  of  I 
Station  KIWA,  of  which  Eider  Stang-  I 
land,  one  of  the  partners  in  the  present  I 
applicaMon,  is  the  individual  licensee.  I 
KISD  also  urges  that  the  designation  I 
order  failed  to  set  forth  the  criteria  and  I 
method  used  in  refusing  to  specify  a  I 
duopoly  issue.  Although  this  matter  was  I 
considered  previously,  KISD’s  continu-  I 
ing  asserMon  that  the  1.0  mv/m  con-  I 
tours  will  overlap  has  persuaded  us  that  I 
a  further  analysis  of  the  data  would  be  I 
appropriate.  I 

6.  On  the  basis  of  the  measurement  I 
data  submitted  by  KISD  and  Sioux  Em-  I 
pire  prior  to  this  hearing,  we  have  now  I 
determined,  consistent  with  Jeannette  I 
Broadcasting  Co.,  that  the  KIWA  1.0  I 
mv/m  contour,  in  the  direction  of  Sioux  I 
Empire’s  proposed  station,  extends  a  suf-  I 
ficient  distance  to  result  in  an  indicated  I 
overlap  with  the  1.0  mv/m  contour  of  the  I 
proposed  station.  Thus  KISD  may  be  cor-  I 
rect  that  Sioux  Empire’s  proposal  would  I 
violate  §  73.35(a)  of  the  rules.  Under  I 
these  circumstances,  we  are  convinced  I 
that  KISD  has  raised  a  quesUon  of  fact  I 
concerning  Sioux  Empire’s  compliance  I 
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with  §  73.35(a)  and  that  the  present 
Decision  in  this  proceeding  cannot  be 
sustained.  For  these  reasons,  we  have 
concluded  that  this  record  should  be  re¬ 
opened,  that  the  issues  should  be  en¬ 
larged,  and  that  a  further  hearing  should 
be  held  so  that  the  duopoly  question  can 
be  resolved  on  the  basis  of  a  full  eviden¬ 
tiary  showing  by  all  of  the  parties. 

7.  KISD’s  second  question  concerns  the 
sufficiency  of  Sioux  Empire’s  showing 
under  the  Suburban  Broadcasters  pro¬ 
graming  issue.  The  Review  Board,  in 
evaluating  this  showing,  concluded  that 
the  criteria  enunciated  in  Minshall 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  11  FCC  2d 
796  (1968),  were  inapplicable  to  the  in¬ 
stant  proceeding,  since  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  was  closed  4  months  prior  to 
Minshall.  The  Board  therefore  relied  on 
Stangland's  knowledge  of  local  commu¬ 
nity  needs  based  upon  his  long  residence 
as  well  as  his  broadcast  and  other  activ¬ 
ities  in  the  community.  This  knowledge 
of  community  needs,  the  Board  con¬ 
cluded,  enabled  Stangland  to  utilize  his 
prefiliiig  interviews  even  though  those 
persons  were  not  told  that  Stangland 
proposed  a  new  broadcast  service  for  the 
commimity.  Stangland’s  expertise  was 
also  adequate,  in  the  Board’s  opinion,  to 
override  any  inherent  detriment  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  submission  in  this  proceed- 


obligation  to  operate  his  station  in  the 
public  Interest  is  the  diligent,  positive 
and  continuing  effort  by  the  licensee  to 
discover  and  fulfill  the  tastes,  needs,  and 
desires  of  his  community,  or  service  area 
for  broadcast  service.”  Report  and  State¬ 
ment  of  Policy  Re:  Commission  En  Banc 
Programing  Inquiry,  FCC  60-970,  re¬ 
leased  July  29,  1960,  20  RR  1901,  1915 
(1960).  The  importance  of  this  matter 
was  emphasized  in  our  report  and  order 
of  1965,  amending  section  IV  of  the 
broadcast  application  form,  where  we 
stressed  that  “the  Commission  has  an  in¬ 
terest  in  how  the  licensee  discovers  the 
needs  of  his  community  and  what  he  does 
to  meet  those  needs.”  1  FCC  2d  439,  442 
(1965).  We  again  stated  in  our  report 
and  order,  5  FCC  2d  175,  178  (1966), 
amending  the  television  application  form, 
that  a  broadcast  applicant  must  make  a 
“diligent  and  continuing  effort  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  program  schedule  designed  to  serve 
the  needs  and  interests  of  the  public.” 

10.  The  primary  purpose  of  this  policy 
is  to  guarantee  “that  the  programing 
service  will  be  rooted  in  the  people  whom 
the  station  is  obligated  to  serve  and 
who  will  be  in  a  much  better  position 
to  see  that  the  obligation  to  them 
is  fulfilled,  thus  lessening  the  enforce¬ 
ment  burden  of  the  Commission.”  Public 
Notice  Relating  to  Ascertainment  of 


ing  of  a  program  proposal  identical  with  Community  Needs  by  Broadcast  Appli- 


that  proposed  for  Stangland’s  AM  station 
in  Sheldon,  Iowa.  In  light  of  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  own  statements  indicating  that  his 
local  contacts  were  not  productive,  it  is 
clear  that  the  Board  resolved  any  doubts 
concerning  the  sufficiency  of  Sioux  Em¬ 
pire’s  Suburban  Broadcasters  showing  by 
referring  to  Stangland’s  familiarity  with 
the  community  derived  solely  from 
his  local  residence  and  broadcasting 
experience. 

8.  KISD,  in  attacking  the  validity  of 
the  Board’s  programing  conclusions, 
urges  that  Minshall  is  nothing  more  than 
a  clarification  of  law  in  effect  at  the  time 
the  present  application  was  filed  and 
that  it  must  be  imposed  in  this  case. 
Furthermore,  KISD  believes  that  Stang¬ 
land’s  contacts  were  meaningless  and  in¬ 
effectual,  since  no  reasonable  relation¬ 
ship  has  been  shown  between  the  con¬ 
tacts  and  the  program  schedule  sub¬ 
mitted.  KISD  contends  that  Stangland 
has  admitted  that  no  major  daily  pro¬ 
grams  were  suggested  by  the  contacts 
and  that  his  interviews  were  made  in 
the  context  of  casual  conversations  only 
bordering  on  a  discussion  of  community 
needs.  According  to  KISD,  such  a  show- 


cants,  FCC  68-847,  released  August  22, 
1968,  13  RR  2d  1903.  In  that  same  public 
notice  and  in  Minshall,  supra,  we  have 
reiterated  the  elements  that  must  be 
shown  in  support  of  each  program  pro¬ 
posal.  In  line  with  our  long  standing  pol¬ 
icy,  each  applicant  is  now  required  to 
show  his  consultations  with  community 
leaders  to  become  informed  of  the  real 
needs  and  interests  of  the  area  to  be 
served,  the  suggestions  that  he  received 
in  those  consultations  as  to  community 
needs,  and  the  specific  programs  that  he 
has  proposed  to  meet  particular  commu¬ 
nity  needs,  as  he  has  evaluated  them.* 
11.  We  recognize  that  the  requisite 
programing  showing  has  been  articu¬ 
lated  with  greater  specificity  in  recent 
months  and  that  this  proceeding  was 
tried  prior  to  the  release  of  Minshall. 
However,  it  is  clear  that  Minshall  was 
only  a  restatement  of  fundamental  policy 
designed  to  clarify  our  general  views  on 
this  matter.  In  Minshall,  we  simply 
stated  that  emphasis  would  be  placed 
upon  the  relationship  between  ascertain¬ 
ment  of  community  needs  and  their  im¬ 
plementation  in  the  program  schedule  so 
that  we  can  determine  whether  the  appU- 


needs.  It  would  thus  be  anomalous  to 
grant  this  application  after  a  hearing  on 
a  Suburban  Broadcasters  issue  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  sufficient  evidence  to  assure  us 
that  our  requirements  have  been  met, 
when  current  applications  cannot  be 
granted  without  a  hearing  unless  a  show¬ 
ing  has  been  made  which  complies  with 
Minshall. 

12.  For  these  reasons,  we  are  per¬ 
suaded  that  the  public  interest  would  not 
be  served  by  a  grant  of  Sioux  Empire’s 
application  unless  its  programing  show¬ 
ing  comports  substantially  with  the  Min¬ 
shall  gffidelines.  Therefore,  this  case 
must  be  remanded  for  the  preparation  of 
a  cumulative  initial  decision  in  light  of 
the  requirements  set  forth  in  Minshall. 
However,  in  view  of  the  facts  that  this 
record  was  closed  before  the  release  of 
Minshall,  that  considerable  time  has 
elapsed  since  Sioux  Empire’s  program 
proposal  was  originally  formulated,  and 
that  this  is  a  noncomparative  proceed¬ 
ing,  we  believe  that  it  would  be  appropri¬ 
ate  to  permit  Sioux  Empire  to  make  a 
further  showing  under  the  Suburban 
Broadcasters  programing  issue.  In  this 
connection  we  shall  afford  Sioux  Empire 
60  days  from  the  release  date  of  this 
order  to  make  a  current  study  of  its  com¬ 
munity’s  needs  and  interests  and  to 
amend  its  program  proposal.  Thus,  Sioux 
Empire  will  have  a  full  opport\mity  to 
demonstrate  the  manner  in  which  it  has 
ascertained  its  community’s  needs  and 
how  it  proposes  to  meet  those  needs. 

13.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

(a)  That  the  application  for  review 
filed  by  KISD,  Inc.,  on  October  17, 1968,  is 
grant^  to  the  extent  Indicated  herein 
and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects; 

(b)  That  the  issues  in  this  proceeding 
are  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  the  fol- 

I  lowing  issue: 

’  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of  the 
:  proposal  of  Sioux  Empire  Broadcasting 
■  Co.  would  be  in  contraventiwi  of  the  pro- 
*  visions  of  §  73.35(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
s  rules  with  respect  to  multiple  ownership 
-  of  standard  broadcast  stations; 
t  (c)  That  Sioux  Eknpire  Broadcasting 
s  Co.  is  afforded  60  days  from  the  release 
1.  date  of  this  memorandiun  (pinion  and 
s  order  to  make  a  current  study  of  its  com- 
y  munity’s  needs  and  interests  and  to 
a  amend  its  program  proposal;  and 
y  (d)  'That  this  proceeding  is  remanded 
d  for  further  hearing  consistent  with  this 
i-  memorandum  (pinion  and  order  and  for 
i-  the  preparation  of  a  cumulative  initial 
;o  decision. 


ing  is  not  sufficient  to  warrant  a  grant  cant  is  aware  of  and  responsive  to  those 
of  Sioux  Empire’s  application.  The  _ 


Broadcast  Bureau  and  Sioux  Empire,  on 
the  other  hand,  support  the  Review 
Board’s  conclusion  concerning  the  pro¬ 
graming  issue. 

9.  'The  fociis  of  inquiry  in  a  Suburban 
Broadcasters  programing  Issue  is  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  applicant  has  as¬ 
certained  the  community’s  needs  and  in¬ 
terests  and  whether  he  proposes  to  meet 
those  needs  and  interests.  As  earl^  as 
1960  we  had  occasion  to  indicate  that 


<  While  Minshall  originally  required  the 
application  to  disclose  the  applicant’s  eval¬ 
uation  of  the  suggestions  received,  we  sub¬ 
sequently  determined  that  such  a  specific 
showing  was  not  necessarily  required  for  our 
consideration  of  the  application.  Thus,  the 
public  notice  merely  Indicates  that  the  ap¬ 
plicant  Is  expected,  at  least  subjectively,  to 
evaluate  the  relative  Importance  of  the  sug¬ 
gestions  and  to  consider  them  in  formulating 
the  program  proposal,  even  though  a  spe¬ 
cific  showing  of  such  eval\iation  Is  no  longer 


“the  principal  ingredient  of  the  licensee’s  required  in  the  application. 


Adopted:  March  12, 1969. 

Released:  March  18, 1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

tF.R.  Doc.  69-3397;  Wled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 

>  Chairman  Hyde  absent;  statement  in 
which  Commissioner  Robert  E.  Lee  concurs  In 
part  and  dissents  In  part  filed  as  part  of 
original  document;  Commissioner  H.  l^x  Lee 
not  ];>axtlclpatlng. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  55 — FRIDAY,  MARCH  21,  1969 


5522 


NOTICES 


[Dockets  Nos.  18381, 18382;  PCJC  69R^1341 

VIKING  TELEVISION,  INC.,  AND  CAL¬ 
VARY  TEMPLE  EVANGELISTIC 

ASSOCIATION 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Enlarging  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Viking  Television, 
Inc.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  Docket  No. 
18381,  Pile  No.  BPCT-3772;  Calvary 
Temple  Evangelistic  Association,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  Docket  No.  18382,  Pile  No. 
BPCT-4091;  for  construction  permit  for 
new  television  broadcast  station. 

1.  This  proceeding  involves  the  mutu¬ 
ally  exclusive  applications  of  Viking  Tel¬ 
evision,  Inc.  (Viking) ,  and  Calvary  Tem¬ 
ple  Evangelistic  Association  (Calvary), 
which  seek  a  construction  permit  for  a 
new  commercial  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  to  operate  on  Channel  23,  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn.  By  order,  PCX!  68-1126,  re¬ 
leased  November  26,  1968,  these  applica¬ 
tions  were  designated  for  consolidated 
hearing  under  Suburban  and  financial  is¬ 
sues  against  Calvary;  a  financial  issue 
against  Viking;  and  a  standard  compaii- 
tive  issue.  Presently  before  the  Review 
Board  is  a  motion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed 
December  16,  1968,  by  Viking,'  which 
seeks  the  addition  of  a  comparative  ef¬ 
forts  issue,  expansion  of  the  financial  is¬ 
sue  against  Calvary,  and  the  addition  of 
real  party  in  interest  and  §  1.65  issues 
against  that  applicant. 

Comparative  efforts.  2.  In  support  of  its 
request  for  a  comparative  efforts  issue. 
Viking  contends  that  a  significant  dis¬ 
parity,  in  both  quantity  and  quality,  ex¬ 
ists  with  regard  to  the  efforts  of  Viking 
and  Calvary  to  ascertain  the  needs  and 
interests  of  the  immediate  Twin  Cities 
area  (Minneapolis-St.  Paul)  and  the  out- 
Ijdng  areas  each  applicant  proposes  to 
serve.  Viking  submits  that  while  it  has 
conducted  three  separate  “in-depth”  sur¬ 
veys  of  local  citizens  and  community 
leaders  (one  survey  devoted  exclusively 
to  residents  of  communities  located  be¬ 
yond  the  immediate  Twin  CTities  area), 
and  has  identified  122  specific  program¬ 
ing  contacts  in  its  application.  Calvary 
has  reported  only  31  program  contacts 
and  has  failed  to  indicate  its  survey 
methodology  or  the  specific  responses 
elicited  from  its  contacts.  In  addition. 
Viking  submits  that  the  Commission,  in 
specifying  a  Suburban  issue  against  Cal¬ 
vary,  failed  to  discuss  Calvary’s  efforts 
to  ascertain  the  programing  needs  of  the 
communities  outside  the  Twin  Cities 
area,  and  that  Calvary’s  failure  to  dis¬ 
close  its  ascertainment  efforts  in  these 
areas  justifies  the  addition  of  the  re¬ 
quested  issue.  The  Broadcast  Bureau  sup¬ 
ports  the  addition  of  a  comparative  as¬ 
certainment  of  needs  issue. 

3.  In  opposition.  Calvary  argues  that 
the  respective  efforts  made  by  the  appli- 


'Also  under  Board  consideration  are:  (a) 
Supplement  to  motion  to  enlarge  Issues, 
filed  Dec.  31,  1968,  by  Viking  (a  sufficient 
showing  of  "good  cause"  has  been  made  for 
the  delay  In  filing,  and  the  pleading  will  be 
considered);  (b)  comments,  filed  Jan.  31, 
1969,  by  the  Broadcast  Bureau;  (c)  opposi¬ 
tion,  filed  Peb.  6,  1969,  by  Calvary;  and  (d) 
reply,  filed  Feb.  18,  1969,  by  Viking. 


cants  to  ascertain  community  interests 
were  considered  by  the  Commission  prior 
to  designation;  *  that  a  cconparative  ef¬ 
forts  issue  was  not  specified  in  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  this  proceeding;  and  that  no 
new  circumstances  have  been  offered  in 
the  instant  petition  which  would  pres¬ 
ently  warrant  the  addition  of  this  issue. 
Furthermore  the  applicant  submits  that 
the  Commission’s  specification  of  a  Sub¬ 
urban  issue  against  Calvary  and  not 
against  Viking  does  not,  ipso  facto,  re¬ 
quire  the  addition  of  a  comparative  ef¬ 
forts  issue.  Calvary  also  submits  that 
while  its  application  reveals  at  least  87 
identified  program  contacts  (as  opposed 
to  petitioner’s  allegation  of  31  persons) , 
any  alleged  numerical  superiority 
claimed  by  Viking  was  readily  apparent 
to  the  Commission  at  the  time  of  desig¬ 
nation.  Finally,  Calvary  submits  the  af¬ 
fidavit  of  its  president  which  describes 
some  of  the  procedures  utilized  by  Cal¬ 
vary  in  ascertaining  community  interests 
which,  allegedly,  “were  just  as  if  not  more 
effective  than  those  undertaken  by 
Viking.”  * 

4.  Initially,  it  should  be  noted  that 
Calvary’s  argument  that  Viking  “has  not 
alleged  one  fact  regarding  the  ‘efforts’  of 
either  applicant  which  was  not  readily 
apparent  on  the  face  of  the  applications 
at  the  time  of  designation”  overlooks  the 
fact  that  the  designation  order  does  not 
address  itself  to  the  question  of  com¬ 
parative  efforts.  See  Azalea  Corp.,  10 
FCC  2d  364, 11  RR  2d  541  (1967) ,  at  foot¬ 
note  11.  In  Chapman  Radio  and  Televi¬ 
sion  Co.,  7  FCC  2d  213,  9  RR  2d  635 
(1967) ,  the  Commission  held  that  a  com¬ 
parative  efforts  issue  is  warranted  where 
there  appears  to  be  a  significant  dispar¬ 
ity  among  applicants  in  efforts  to  ascer¬ 
tain  community  needs.  A  review  of  the 
instant  allegations  reveal  that  there  may, 
in  fact,  be  a  significant  disparity  in  both 
the  extent  and  quality  of  the  efforts 
made  by  the  applicants.  Thus,  it  appears 
that  the  number  of  programing  contacts 
made  by  Viking  is  significantly  greater 
than  that  of  Calvary.*  More  important. 


*  Calvary  contends  that  the  question  of  as¬ 
certainment  efforts  was  spedfioally  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  as  evidenced  by  the 
Commission’s  Apr.  9,  1968,  letter  to  the  ap¬ 
plicants  requesting  additional  Information 
refiectlng  an  adequate  awareness  and  re¬ 
sponsiveness  to  the  needs  of  their  proposed 
service  area.  The  subsequent  responses,  ac¬ 
cording  to  Calvary,  afforded  the  Commission 
"an  exceptional  vehicle  for  analyzing  and 
weighing  the  showings  in  a  comparative 
sense.” 

‘Calvary  devotes  a  portion  of  its  opposi¬ 
tion  to  a  challenge  of  the  effectiveness  of 
Viking’s  ascertainment  efforts.  Thus  Calvary 
argues  that  Viking  submitted  its  program 
schedule  In  April  1966;  conducted  its  first 
“formal  survey”  at  least  1  year  later;  and  sub¬ 
sequently  has  effected  no  related  changes  in 
its  programing  format. 

‘  It  appears  that  Viking  has  made  122  pro¬ 
graming  contacts  through  random  sample 
telephone  surveys,  personal  interviews,  and 
questionnaires.  While,  in  exposition.  Calvary 
asserts  that  it  has  contacted  87  specifically 
Identified  Individuals,  a  review  of  Calvary’s 
application  reveals  that  over  40  of  these 
“program”  contacts  are  evidenced  by  letters 
which  merely  reflect  general  endorsements 
of  the  Calvary  application  and  organization. 


however,  is  the  fact  that,  inasmuch  as 
Calvary  has  failed  to  sufficiently  describe 
the  manner  in  which  its  “survey”  was 
organized  and  executed,  and  in  light  of 
Viking’s  showing  in  this  regard  (includ¬ 
ing  Viking’s  attempt  to  ascertain  the 
needs  of  its  entire  service  area  rather 
than  its  specified  station  location),  a 
substantial  question  is  raised  as  to  the 
relative  quality  and  validity  of  the  re¬ 
sponses  elicited  as  reflections  of  the  com¬ 
munity  needs  of  the  proposed  service 
area.  A  comparative  efforts  issue  will 
therefore  be  specified. 

Financial  qualifications.  5.  The  Com¬ 
mission  found,  in  its  designation  order, 
that  Calvary  had  demonstrated  the 
availability  of  $456,400  from  four  pro¬ 
posed  loans  as  follows:  (a)  $36,400  and 
$220,000  loans  from  Midwest  Federal 
Savings;  (b)  a  $100,000  loan  from  one 
Marvin  J.  Nelson;  and  (c)  a  $100,000 
loan  from  the  Midland  National  Bank 
of  Minneapolis.®  Viking  contends  how¬ 
ever  that  there  are  substantial  im- 
resolved  questions  as  to  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  each  of  these  loans.  With 
respect  to  the  Midland  National  Bank 
loan.  Viking  argues  that  there  is  no  pro¬ 
vision  for  extension  of  this  commitment 
beyond  the  May  29, 1969,  expiration  date; 
that  the  bank  letter  is  not  explicit  with 
respect  to  the  conditions  imposed  on  the 
loan  and  the  manner  in  which  certain 
bond  subscriptions  will  secure  the  loan;  * 
and  that  there  is  no  indication  as  to 
whether  Calvary’s  president  is  authorized 
to  assign  various  bond  subscriptions  to 
the  bank.  Viking  also  avers  that  both  of 
the  Midwest  Federal  Savings  loans  are 
to  be  secured  by  property  which  has 
been  enciunbered  to  secure  previous  Cal¬ 
vary  loans,  and  Viking  questions  whether 
Calvary  has  merely  refinanced  its  exist¬ 
ing  obligations.  Finally,  Viking  contends 
that  for  his  $100,000  loan,  Marvin  J. 
Nelson  will  be  relying  in  substantial  part 
on  a  $72,000  mortgage  from  Midwest 
Federal  Savings;  that  the  mortgaged 
property  is  owned  by  a  corporation — Nel- 
stone,  Inc.;  and  that  there  is  no  indica¬ 
tion  that  Nelson  has  authority  to  mort¬ 
gage  this  property. 

6.  In  opposition.  Calvary  submits  the 
joint  affidavit  of  Marvin  Nelson  and  his 
wife  who  indicate  that  they  are  the  sole 
owners  and  principal  officers  of  Nelstone, 
Inc.,  and  are  fully  empowered  to  take 
whatever  action  is  necessary  in  order  to 
secure  the  subject  loan.  With  respect  to 
the  Midland  National  Bank  loan,  Calvary 
notes  that  the  Commission  has  previously 
determined  that  this  loan  is  available.  As 
further  assurance.  Calvary  incorporates 
by  reference  its  pleading  entitled  “Peti¬ 
tion  for  Deletion  of  Issues”,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  16, 1968,  which  contains  the  affidavit 


‘  Although  the  Midland  Bank  loan  was 
found  to  be  available,  the  Commission  speci¬ 
fied  an  issue  to  determine  the  terms  of  re¬ 
payment  of  this  loan  and  the  extent  to  which 
Calvary’s  cash  requirement  will  be  Increased 
thereby. 

•The  May  29,  1968,  letter  from  Midland 
National  Bank  to  Calvary  indicates  that  the 
Calvary  loans  “will  be  secured  by  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  the  proceeds  of  certain  bond  sub¬ 
scriptions.” 
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of  Midland’s  senior  vice  president/ 
Jlegedly  confirming  the  bank  commit- 
ment.  In  addition,  Calvary  argues  that 
under  the  applicant’s  certificate  of  in¬ 
corporation  Calvary’s  officers  are  em¬ 
powered  to  assign  the  bond  proceeds  as 
required  by  the  bank  commitment. 

7.  The  o];HX>sitlon  further  indicates 
that  upon  attempting  to  confirm  the 
availability  of  the  face  values  of  the  two 
Midwest  Federal  Savings  loans,  Calvary 
allegedly  learned  for  the  first  time  that 
the  bank  did,  in  fact,  intend  the  com¬ 
mitments  to  refiect  refinancing  of  exist¬ 
ing  loans.  As  a  result  Calvary  will  have 
available  a  net  total  of  $199,622.11  from 
these  two  loans  rather  than  the  face 
value  of  $256,400,  or  a  reduction  in  avail¬ 
able  funds  of  approximately  $56,778. 
However,  Calvary  alleges  that  it  has  se¬ 
cured  an  additional  $50,000  loan  from 
one  Marshal  Dainsberg  (an  attachment 
to  the  CJalvary  opposition  contains  a  let¬ 
ter  from  Dainsberg  evidencing  his  will¬ 
ingness  to  extend  the  loan^),  and  that 
the  Association  has  over  $49,213  remain¬ 
ing  from  its  $55,000  allocation  for  “fees 
and  miscellaneous’’,  of  which  $10,000  can 
be  allocated  to  make  up  the  reduction.  In 
addition  Calvary  contends  that  it  has 
demonstrated  the  availability  of  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  $47,100  in  specific  first-year  ad¬ 
vertising  commitments.® 

8.  Calvary’s  opposition  resolves  all 
questions  raised  By  petitioner  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  $100,000  loan  from  Marvin 
J.  Nelson.  The  informaticm  submitted  in 
opposition  (see  par.  6,  supra)  adequately 
establishes  Nelson’s  willingness  and  abil¬ 
ity  to  secxme  the  fimds  required  for  his 
commitment.  With  respect  to  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  loan  frc»n  the  Midland  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  $100,000,  in  addition  to 
recognizing  that  the  Commission  has 
previously  determined  that  the  loan  is 
available,  the  Board  is  of  the  view  that 
any  additional  questions  raised  by  the 
petition  have  been  answered  by  the  in¬ 
stant  opposition.  Thus,  the  bank  has  in¬ 
dicated  its  general  procedure  pertaining 
to  renewal  of  loan  commitments,  and 
there  is  no  indication  that  the  loan  will 
not  be  renewed.*®  Moreover,  the  applicant 
has  persuasively  shown  that  its  officers 
are  empowered  to  execute  the  bond  as¬ 
signment  required  by  the  terms  of  the 
loan  agreement.  Viking’s  remaining  al¬ 
legations  with  respect  to  the  Midland  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  loan  are  either  without  fac¬ 
tual  support  or  relate  to  the  “bond  call¬ 
ing’’  procedure.  The  latter  allegations  are 
directed  to  Issues  previously  specified  by 
the  Commission  concerning  terms  of  re¬ 
payment  and  are  not  relevant  to  the 


’In  addition,  a  letter  from  the  bank  vice 
president  is  attached  to  the  Instant  opposi¬ 
tion  and  indicates  the  bank  practice  of 
renewing  its  loan  commitments,  if  there  has 
been  no  deterioration  in  the  flnincial  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant. 

’An  amendment  reflecting  the  Dainsberg 
loan  has  been  accepted  by  the  Examiner,  FCXJ 
69M-217,  released  Feb.  24,  1969. 

'  An  amendment  containing  these  advertis¬ 
ing  commitments  was  accepted  by  the  Exam¬ 
iner,  FCC  69M-140,  released  Feb.  3,  1969. 

“  See  Cosmopolitan  Enterprises,  Inc.,  8  FCC 
2d  849,  10  RR  2d  532  (1967). 


question  presently  under  consideration, 
i.e.,  availability. 

9.  The  letter  from  Midwest  Federal 
submitted  with  Calvary’s  opposition  re¬ 
veals  that  only  $199,622.11  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  this  tqppllcant,  rather  than  the 
$256,400  previously  anticlpiated  from 
these  two  loans.  While  Calvary  submits 
that  an  additional  loan  of  $50,000  is 
available  (the  Dainsberg  loan)  to  offset 
this  reduction,  a  substantial  question 
exists  as  to  Dainsberg’s  ability  to  meet 
this  commitment.  No  balance  sheet  has 
been  submitted  demonstrating  Dains¬ 
berg’s  ability  to  lend  $50,000  to  the  appli¬ 
cant  and  the  commitment  letter  of  the 
Swift  Coimty  Bank,  Benson,  Minn.,  to 
lend  Dainsberg  $50,000  (submitted  with 
Calvary’s  opposition),  fails  to  state  the 
security  required  for  the  loan.  Thus  the 
Board  is  unable  to  find  this  loan  avail¬ 
able,  and  will  specify  an  appropriate 
issue.  See  Louis  Vander  Plate,  FCC  68- 
731,  13  FCC  2d  952.  Furthermore,  Cal¬ 
vary’s  argument  that  it  has  sufficient 
additional  funds  to  meet  the  $56,777.89 
reduction  in  the  Midwest  Savings  loans 
is  not  persuasive.  Thus,  while  Calvary 
asserts  that  $10,000  is  “readily  allocable’’ 
from  its  $55,000  estimate  for  “fees  and 
miscellaneous’’.  Viking  has  been  afforded 
no  opportunity  to  test  this  assertion,  and 
there  is  no  indication  that  further  hear¬ 
ing  and/or  post  hearing  expenses  will 
not  be  drawn  from  this  allocation.** 

Real  party  in  interest  issue.  10.  Viking 
argues  that  a  substantial  question  exists 
as  to  whether  Rev.  (jordon  K.  Peterson  is 
the  real  party  in  interest  to  the  Calvary 
application.  Viking  avers  that  Rev. 
Peterson  is  Calvary’s  president,  one  of 
three  trustees  (his  wife  is  another)  ,*®  one 
of  seven  directors,  pastor  of  the  church, 
executive  director  of  the  proposed  sta¬ 
tion,  and  personal  guarantor  of  the  Mid¬ 
land  National  Bank  loan.  In  addition. 
Rev.  Peterson’s  importance  is  allegedly 
accentuated  by  the  fact  that,  according 
to  Calvary,  4  months  elapsed  prior 
to  the  apEKiintment  of  a  successor 
treasurer-trustee-director  for  Hiram  S. 
TTiomasson. 

11.  As  noted  in  Calvary’s  opposition 
and  the  Bureau’s  comments,  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  Rev.  Peterson  relied  on  by  Viking 
in  support  of  the  addition  of  this  issue 
are  based  on  facts  which  are  apparent 
on  the  face  of  Calvary’s  application. 
There  is  no  indication  that  Rev.  Peter¬ 
son  has  any  undisclosed  interest  in  the 
applicant.  While  the  Calvary  applica- 


In  addition,  assuming  arguendo  that  Cal¬ 
vary  may  rely  on  expected  flrst-year  revenues 
of  $47,100,  the  applicant’s  available  funds 
would  remain  insufficient.  Thus,  the  Com¬ 
mission  found  a  “cushion”  of  $5,531  in  Cal¬ 
vary’s  available  funds  (assuming  no  flrst-year 
payments  on  the  Midland  National  Bank 
loan) .  Deducting  $47,100  In  estimated  reve¬ 
nues  and  the  $5,531  “cushion”  from  the 
$56,777.89  reduction  in  the  Midwest  Savings 
loans,  would  still  yield  a  deflciency  of  over 
$4,000. 

“The  third  trustee,  Hiram  S.  Thomasson, 
died  Sept.  1,  1968.  In  its  supplement  to  mo¬ 
tion  to  enlarge  issues.  Viking  seeks  a  Rule  1.65 
issue  against  Calvary  for  the  latter’s  failure 
to  report  this  event  to  the  Commission  until 
Dec.  16,  1968. 


tion  reveals  that  Rev.  Peterson  has  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  Calvary  and  is  in  a 
position  to  exert  significant  infiuence  in 
the  Association’s  activities,  allegations 
which  imply  that  the  Reverend  holds 
some  unspecified  additional  interests  in 
the  applicant  are  speculative.  Any  doubts 
in  this  regard  are  adequately  resolved 
by  Rev.  Peterson’s  submitted  affidavit, 
wherein  he  denies  any  interest  other 
than  that  specified  in  the  application. 
Moreover,  there  is  no  allegation  that  any 
of  the  oUier  principals  named  in  Cal¬ 
vary’s  application  do  not,  in  fact,  exer¬ 
cise  the  interests  represented.  Finally, 
the  extent  to  which  Calvary’s  principals 
are  involved  in  the  activities  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  may  be  properly  examined  under 
the  standard  comparative  issue. 

Rule  1.65  issues.  12.  As  previously 
noted.  Calvary  trustee  Hiram  S. 
Thomasson  died  on  September  1,  1968. 
In  its  supplement  to  motion  to  enlarge 
issues,  Vi^ng  seeks  a  Rule  1.65  issue 
against  Calvary  for  the  latter’s  failiu'e  to 
report  this  event  to  the  Commission  imtil 
D^ember  16,  1968.  In  addition.  Viking’s 
reply  contains  a  request  for  a  Rule  1.65 
issue  concerning  Calvary’s  alleged  failmre 
to  timely  inform  the  Commission  of  the 
reduction  in  the  amoimt  of  the  two  Mid¬ 
west  Federal  Savings  loans.  Viking  ques¬ 
tions  whether  Calvary  had  knowledge, 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  instant  opposi¬ 
tion,  of  the  nature  of  these  loans  (the 
loans  were  intended  to  refinance  pre¬ 
existing  obligations) ,  and  notes  that  an 
existing  first  mortgage  held  by  Midwest 
Federal  Savings  is  reflected  in  Calvary’s 
application  and  that  tiie  mortgaged  prop¬ 
erty  consists  of  Calvary’s  headquarters 
and  its  president’s  residence.** 

13.  In  its  reply  pleading.  Viking  con¬ 
cedes  that  “it  is  not  the  death  of  Mr. 
’Thomasson  which  is  significant  •  •  •” 
but  Calvary’s  failure  to  report  the  occur¬ 
rence.  As  such,  the  Board  is  not  per¬ 
suaded  that  Viking  has  demonstrated 
that  Calvary  has  failed  to  keep  its  ap¬ 
plication  “complete  in  all  significant 
respects’’  as  required  by  Rule  1.65.  The 
information  concerning  ’Thomasson’s 
death  was  voluntarily  submitted,  and  in 
light  of  the  duration  of  the  delay  and 
Calvary’s  explanation  of  inadvertent 
error,  a  §  1.65  issue  is  not  warranted. 
With  respect  to  the  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  the  Midwest  Federal 
loans,  aside  from  the  fact  that  the  re¬ 
quested  issue  is  contained  in  a  respon¬ 
sive  pleading,  the  Board  is  satisfied  that 
Calvary  was  unaware  of  the  reduction 
in  the  loan  values  prior  to  the  filing  of 
the  instant  petition.  Statements  to  this 
effect  contained  in  Rev.  Peterson’s  affi¬ 
davit  have  been  substantiated  by  a  let¬ 
ter  from  Midwest  Federal,  which  is  sub¬ 
mitted  with  Calvary’s  opposition.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  allegations  of  prior  knowledge 


uyiung  also  siiggests  the  addition  of  an 
“ineptness”  issue  against  Calvary  for  the 
latter’s  "repeated  nondisclosure  or  in¬ 
advertent  errors.’*  However,  as  indicated 
hereinafter,  the  matters  alleged  in  support 
of  this  issue  provide  an  insufficient  basis  for 
the  Board  to  add,  on  its  own  motion,  the 
suggested  issue. 
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on  the  part  of  Rev.  Peterson  are  specula¬ 
tive  and  do  not  support  the  request  for 
an  additional  issue. 

14.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
motion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  16,  1968,  and  December  31,  1968,  re¬ 
spectively,  by  Viking  Television,  Inc.,  is 
granted  to  the  extent  indicated  below 
and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects;  and 

15.  It  is  further  ordered,  TTiat  exist¬ 
ing  Issue  2  in  this  proceeding  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows. 

(2)  To  determine  with  respect  to  the 
application  of  Calvary  Temple  Evange¬ 
listic  Association: 

(a)  The  terms  of  repayment  on  the 
$100,000  loan  from  Midland  National 
Bank  of  Minneapolis. 

(b)  In  view  of  the  evidence  adduced 
under  issue  “a”,  the  extent,  if  any,  to 
which  the  applicant’s  cash  requirements 
will  be  increased. 

(c)  The  availability  of  the  $50,000  loan 
from  Marshall  Dainsberg  to  this 
applicant. 

(d)  Whether,  in  view  of  the  evidence 
adduced  under  issues  “a”,  “b”,  and  “c”, 
the  applicant  has  available  sufficient 
funds  to  meet  its  cash  requirements,  and 
if  not,  whether  the  applicant  will  have 
available  sufficient  revenues  or  other 
available  funds  to  meet  its  cash 
requirements. 

(e)  Whether,  in  view  of  the  evidence 
adduced  under  the  preceding  issues,  the 
applicant  is  financially  qualified. 

(Existing  Issue  (2)  (e)  is  redesignated  as 
Issue  (2) (f). 

16.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  by 
the  addition  of  the  following  issue:  To 
determine  whether,  on  a  comimrative  ba¬ 
sis,  significant  differences  exist  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  efforts  made  by  each  appli¬ 
cant  to  ascertain  the  needs  and  Interests 
of  the  community  and  area  each  proposes 
to  serve. 

Adopted:  March  17,  1969. 

Released:  March  18,  1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,'* 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-3398;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

CRESTLINE  URANIUM  &  MINING  CO. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

March  17,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Crestline  Uranium  &  Mining  Co., 
Denver,  Colo.,  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 


I*  Review  Board  Member  Nelson  dissenting 
in  part  to  the  framing  of  Issue  2. 


required  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  IS 
(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  nationsd  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period 
March  18,  1969,  through  March  27,  1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3374;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


ELECTROGEN  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

March  17,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  and  all  other  securities  of  Electro¬ 
gen  Industries,  Inc.  (formerly  Jodmar 
Industries,  Inc.)  (may  be  known  as 
American  Lima  Corp.) ,  being  traded  othr 
erwise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  required  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Elxchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period 
March  18,  1969,  through  March  27,  1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-3375;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.) 


[Pile  No.  7-3058] 

MARCOR,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

March  17,  1969. 

In  the  matter  of  application  of  the  De¬ 
troit  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  privileges  in  a  certain  security. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  common  stock  of  the 
following  company,  which  security  is 
listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more  other 
national  securities  exchange: 

Marcor,  Inc.,  Pile  No.  7-3058. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
April  1, 1969,  from  any  interested  person, 
the  Commission  will  determine  whether 
the  application  shall  be  set  down  for 
hearing.  Any  such  request  should  state 
briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the 


person  making  the  request  and  the  posi¬ 
tion  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing, 
if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  interested 
person  may  submit  his  views  or  any  ad¬ 
ditional  facts  bearing  on  the  said  appli¬ 
cation  by  means  of  a  letter  addressed  to 
the  Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  not 
later  than  the  date  specified.  If  no  one 
requests  a  hearing,  this  application  will 
be  determined  by  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated 
therein  and  other  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  official  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority.) 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

1P.R.  Doc.  69-3376;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Pile  No.  7-3063] 

MARCOR,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Unlisted 

Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

March  17,  1969.  * 

In  the  matter  of  application  of  the 
Pittsburgh  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted, 
trading  privileges  in  a  certain  security. 

The  above-named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
Rule  12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  the  common  stock 
of  the  following  company,  which  security 
is  listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securitie  exchange: 
Marcor,  Inc.,  Pile  No.  7-3063. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
April  1,  1969,  from  any  interested  person, 
the  Commission  will  determine  whether 
the  application  shall  be  set  down  for 
hearing.  Any  such  request  should  state 
briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the 
person  making  the  request  and  the  po¬ 
sition  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing, 
if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  interested 
person  may  submit  his  views  or  any  addi¬ 
tional  facts  bearing  on  the  said  applica¬ 
tion  by  means  of  a  letter  addressed  to 
the  Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  not 
later  than  the  date  specified.  If  no  one 
requests  a  hearing,  this  application  will 
be  determined  by  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated 
therein  and  other  information  contained 
in  the  official  files  of  the  Commission  per¬ 
taining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-3377;  Piled,  Mar.'  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 
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[File  Nos.  7-3061,  7-3062] 

MARCOR,  INC.,  AND  SUN  OIL  CO. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

March  17,  1969. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  of  the 
Philadelphia  -  Baltimore  -  Washington 
Stock  Exchange  for  imlisted  trading 
privileges  in  certain  securities. 

The  above-named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  preferred  stocks  of  the 
following  companies,  which  securities  are 
listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more  other 
national  securities  exchanges: 

Rle  No. 

Marcor,  Inc.,  $2  cumulative  convert¬ 
ible  preference  stock,  series  A,  $1 

par  value _  7-3061 

Sun  OU  Ck>.,  62.25  cumulative  con¬ 
vertible  preferred  stock,  no  par 
value  _  7-3062 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
April  1,  1969,  from  any  interested  person, 
the  Commission  will  determine  whether 
the  application  with  respect  to  any  of  the 
companies  named  shall  be  set  down  for 
hearing.  Any  such  request  should  state 
briefly  the  title  of  the  security  in  which 
he  is  interested,  the  nature  of  the  Interest 
of  the  person  making  the  request,  and  the 
position  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hear¬ 
ing,  if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  inter¬ 
est^  person  may  submit  his  views  or 
any  additional  facts  bearing  on  any  of 
the  said  applications  by  means  of  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  Secretary,  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  the  date  speci¬ 
fied.  If  no  one  requests  a  hearing  with 
respect  to  any  p^icular  application, 
such  application  will  be  determined  by 
order  of  the  Commission  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  stated  therein  and  other  infor¬ 
mation  contained  in  the  official  files  of 
the  Commission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IP.B.  Doc.  69-3378;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 

[Pile  Noe.  7-3059,  7-3060] 

RORER-AMCHEM,  INC.,  AND 
MARCOR,  INC. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

March  17, 1969. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  of  the 
Philadelphia  -  Baltimore  -  Washington 
Stock  Exchange  for  imlisted  trading 
privileges  in  certain  secuHtles. 

The  above-named  nationsd  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)  (1)  (B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 


privileges  in  the  common  stocks  of  the 
following  companies,  which  securities  are 
listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securities  exchanges: 

File  No. 


Rorer-Amchem,  Inc _  7-3059 

Marcor,  Inc _  7-3060 


Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
April  1, 1969,  from  any  interested  person, 
the  Commission  will  determine  whether 
the  application  with  respect  to  any  of 
the  companies  named  shall  be  set  down 
for  hearing.  Any  such  request  should 
state  briefly  the  title  of  the  seciufity  in 
which  he  is  interested,  the  nature  of  the 
interest  of  the  person  making  the  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  position  he  proposes  to 
take  at  the  hearing,  if  order^.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  any  interested  person  may  submit 
his  '^ews  or  any  additional  facts  bearing 
on  any  of  the  said  applications  by  means 
of  a  letter  address^  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  the 
date  specified.  If  no  one  requests  a  hear¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  any  particular  appli¬ 
cation,  such  application  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  order  of  the  Commission  on  the 
basis  of  the  facts  stated  therein  and 
other  information  contained  in  the  offi¬ 
cial  files  of  the  Commission  pertaining 
thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-3379;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Federal  Property  Management  Reg.;  Temp. 

Beg.  F-44] 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  customer  interest  of  the 
Federal  Government  in  a  telecommunica¬ 
tions  service  rate  proceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  201(a)(4)  and  205(d) 
(40  U.S.C.  481(a)(4)  and  486(d)),  au¬ 
thority  is  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  represent  the  interests  of  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  before  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission  in  such  proceedings  as 
may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  filing  by  the  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Co.  of  a  new  tariff  FCC 
No.  254,  superseding  tariff  FCC  No.  237, 
scheduled  to  become  effective  April  1, 
1969,  relating  to  telegraph  systems  and 
facilities  leased  from  the  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Co.  by  its  customers. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re- 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer,  of¬ 
ficial,  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 


c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  further, 
shall  be  exercised  in  cooperation  with 
the  responsible  officers,  officials,  and  em¬ 
ployees  thereof. 

Dated;  March  14,  1969. 

J.  E.  Moody, 
Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3361;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RI6a-616  etc.] 

GULF  OIL  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 

Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 

in  Rates  ^ 

March  13, 1969. 

The  Respondents  named  herein  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  of  currently  effective  rate 
schedules  for  sales  of  natural  gas  under 
Commission  jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in 
Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  Is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as  or¬ 
dered  below. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  4  and  15.  the  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I), 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  public  hearings  shall 
be  held  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til”  column,  and  thereafter  until  made 
effective  as  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspensicm  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  (Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  practice  and  pipcedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  May  1, 
1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 


^Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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Ammo.  A. 


Rate 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Amount 

of 

annual 

Increase 

Effective 

date 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
effect 
subject  to 
refund  in 
dockets 

Nos. 

Docket  Rtepondent 

No. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Date 

filing 

tender^ 

sus¬ 

pended 

untQ— 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed  in¬ 
creased  rate 

RI69-616..  Gulf  on  Coro.,  Poet  Office 
Box  1586,  'Tulsa,  Okla. 
74102,  Attention;  Eugene 
C.  Alford,  Esq. 

268 

1 

Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
(Ann-Mag  Field,  Brooks  County, 
Tex.)  (RR.  District  No.  4). 

$6,600 

2-19-69 

«4-  1-69 

9-  1-69 

•  •  16. 0 

•  ••17.0 

RI69-617..  Salmon  Coip.,  8:3  South 
Detroit  Ave.,  Suite  230, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74120, 
Attention:  Mr.  George  P. 
Allen. 

4 

3 

Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  divi¬ 
sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Carmichael 
Field,  Jackson  County,  Tex.)  (RR. 
District  No.  2). 

2,007 

2-20-69 

*3-23-69 

8-23-69 

••15.3333 

•  ••16.3333 

RI69-618..  Shell  OU  Co.  (Operator), 

SO  West  80th  St.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10020,  At¬ 
tention;  F.  C.  Sweat, 
Manager,  Natural  Gas 
Sales. 

19 

17 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (TXL  Plant, 
Ector  County,  Tex.)  (RR.  District 
No.  8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

134,290 

2-13-69 

*3-16-69 

8-16-69 

13.49 

•  •  14. 643 

BI69-619..  The  Superior  OU  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  1621,  Houston, 
Tex.  77001,  Attention:  H.  W. 
Varner,  Esq. 

95 

3 

Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.  (Pioneer 
Field,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyo.). 

1,000 

2-17-69 

*3-20-69 

8-20-69 

13.0 

••lAO 

. do . 

122 

2 

Transwestem  PipellneCo.  (Worshain- 
Bayer  Ellenburger  Field,  Reeves 
County,  Tex.)  (RR.  District  No. 
8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

32,695 

2-14-69 

*  3-17-69 

8-17-69 

14.62 

••••16.33 

_ do . 

118 

1 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Oas  Co., 
Inc.  (Flat  Top  Field,  Converse 
County,  Wyo.). 

63 

2-20-69 

*6-  1-69 

10-  1-69 

15.0 

••16.0 

BI69-620..  Texaco,  Inc.,  Post  Office 

Box  2100,  Denver,  Colo. 
80201,  Attention:  N.  G. 
Kittrell,  Assistant  Divi¬ 
sion  Manager. 

207 

3 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Oas  Co., 
Inc.  (Surveyor  Creek  Field,  Wash¬ 
ington  County,  Colo.). 

504 

2-17-69 

*4-  1-69 

9-  1-69 

13.742 

•  •  14. 669 

RI66-329. 

RI09-021..  Bun  Oil  Co.  (Operator)  et 
al..  Post  Office  Box  2880, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75221. 

110 

11 

Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
(Southeast  Camrick  Field,  Beaver 
County,  Okla.)  (Panhandle  Area). 

MO 

2-19-69 

*3-22-69 

8-22-69 

•18.415 

•  ••18.615 

RI6&-513. 

RI69-622..  Sun  OU  Co.,  DX  Division, 
907  South  Detroit  Ave., 
Tulsa,  Okla.  7^20. 

170 

12 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
(Camrick  Field.  Beaver  County, 
Okla)  (Panhandle  Area). 

114 

2-19-69 

*3-22-69 

8-22-69 

•18.415 

•••18.615 

RI68-144. 

_ do . - 

286 

4 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Hugoton 
Field,  Texas  County,  Okla.)  (Pan¬ 
handle  Area). 

141 

2-20-69 

*3-23-69 

8-23-69 

•12.0 

•  •  •  13. 01 

R168-424. 

RI09-623..  Sun  OU  Co.,  Post  Office 

Box  2880,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75221. 

227 

2 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(Northwest  Dombey  and  West  Lo- 
rena  Fields,  Texas  County,  Okla.) 
(Panhandle  Area). 

8,580 

2-18-69 

*3-21-69 

8-21-69 

18.19 

•  “  19. 62 

RI09-<t24..  Getty  OU  Co.,  Post  Office 
Box  1404,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001. 

96 

3 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.  (Mocane 
Field,  Beaver  County,  Okla.)  (Pan¬ 
handle  Area). 

115 

2-24-69 

*3-27-69 

8-27-69 

••16.0 

«  •*  ••  17. 1 

_ do . . . . 

97 

6 

Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.  (South 
Goodwin  Field,  Beaver  County, 
Okla.)  (Panhandle  Area). 

128 

.  2-24-69 

*3-27-69 

8-27-69 

•17.0 

•  •  ••  17. 1 

. do . 

73 

1 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(South  Fogan  Field,  Beaver 
County,  Okla.)  (Panhandle  Ares). 

135 

2-24-69 

*3-27-69 

8-27-69 

16.0 

•••17.1 

. do . 

126 

4 

Northeni  Natural  Gas  Co.  (East  Hol¬ 
land  Field,  Beaver  County,  Okla.) 
(Panhandle  Area). 

21 

2-24-eS 

1  *3-27-69 

8-27-69 

*17.0 

•  •  ••  17. 1 

*  The  stated  eSective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  statutory  notice. 

*  Periodic  rate  increase. 

*  Pressure  base  is  14.66  p.8.1.a. 

*  Subject  to  a  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

*  Initial  service  rate. 

>  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective  date  requested  by  Respondent. 

*  Increase  from  area  ceiling  rate  to  contract  rate. 

*  Pressure  base  is  16.025  p.s.i.a. 


M  Includes  downward  adjustment  for  633  B.t.u.  gas. 

u  Filing  from  initial  certificate  base  rate  of  17  cents  plus  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment 
to  initial  contract  rate  of  18  cents  plus  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment.  Base  rate  subject 
to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment, 
u  “Fractured”  rate  increase.  Respondent  contractually  due  18  cents  per  Mcf. 

»  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

M  "  Fractured’*^  rate  increase.  Respondent  contractually  due  19.6  cents  per  Mcf. 
u  “Fractured”  rate  increase.  Respondent  contractually  due  18  cents  per  Mcf. 


The  Salmon  Corp.  requests  that  Its  pro¬ 
posed  rate  Increase  be  permitted  to  beocxne 
effective  ou  March  15,  1969.  The  Superior 
Oil  Co.  requests  an  effective  date  of  March  1, 
1969,  for  Supplements  Nos.  3  and  2  to  Its 
FPC  Oas  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  95  and  122, 
respectively.  Sun  Oil  Oo.  (Operator)  et  al., 
requests  an  effective  date  of  March  21,  1969. 
Sun  Oil  Oo.,  DX  Division,  requests  that  Sup- 
jdement  No.  12  to  its  FPC  Gas  Bate  Schedule 
No.  170  be  permitted  to  become  effective  on 
March  21,  1969,  and  requests  a  retroactive 
effective  date  of  Janiiary  1,  1969,  for  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  4  to  its  FPC  Gfw  Rate  Schedule 
No.  285.  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown  for 
waiving  the  30-day  notice  requlronent  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
to  permit  earlier  effective  dates  for  the  afore, 
mentioned  producers'  rate  filings  and  suCh 
requests  axe  denled- 

All  of  the  producers’  proposed  increased 
rates  and  charges  exceed  the  applicable  area 
price  levels  for  increased  rates  as  set  forth 
In  the  Commission’s  statement  of  general 
policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR  2.56), 
with  the  exception  of  the  rate  Increases  filed 


by  Shell  Oil  Co.  (Operator),  and  The  Supe¬ 
rior  Oil  Co.  (Supplement  No.  2  to  Superior's 
FPC  Gas  Bate  Schedule  No.  122),  In  the 
Permian  Basin  Area  which  exceed  the  Just 
and  reasonable  rates  established  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Opinion  No.  468,  as  amended,  and 
should  be  suspended  for  5  months  as  ordered 
herein. 

[FR.  Doc.  69-3304;  FUed,  Mar.  20,  I960: 

8:45  am.] 


[Project  2317] 

APPALACHIAN  POWER  CO. 

Order  Vacating  Previous  Order, 
Granting  Intervention  and  Setting 
Conference  and  Further  Hearing 
March  14.  1969. 

By  order  Issued  February  10,  1969,  we 
denied  the  petition  to  intervene  filed 
by  the  city  of  Danville,  Va.  (Danville), 
in  this  proceeding  on  the  application  by 


Appalachian  Power  Co.  (Applicant)  for 
a  license  for  the  proposed  Blue  Ridge 
Project  No.  2317.  However,  this  denial 
of  Intervention  was  without  prejudice, 
and  the  order  provided  for  the  filing  by 
Danville  of  an  amended  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  within  15  days  in  the  event  it  seeks 
to  obtain  an  allocation  of  power  from 
the  proposed  project  in  this  licensing 
proceeding. 

On  February  17,  1969,  Danville  filed 
a  motion  requesting  (1)  clarification  of 
the  order  which  denied  intervention,  (2) 
an  extension  of  time  in  which  it  may  file 
an  amended  petition  to  intervene  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  order  of  February  10,  1969, 
and  (3)  a  stay  of  this  licensing  proceed¬ 
ing  for  a  reasonable  period  of  time.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  Danville’s  motion,  clarifica¬ 
tion  of  the  order  is  needed  to  enable  it 
to  determine  what  further  action  it 
should  take.  The  Applicant  filed  an  an¬ 
swer  in  oi^sltlon  to  Danville’s  motion. 

We  stated  In  our  order  of  February  10, 


.i 
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1969,  that  while  Danville’s  express  pur¬ 
pose  in  seeking  intervention  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  that  a  “proper  allocation  of 
the  power  of  the  Blue  Ridge  Project 
No.  2317  be  made  for  the  benefit  of  Dan- 
viile”  it  had  indicated  that  this  should 
be  done  “in  accordance  with  its  plan  of 
bulk  power  supply”  to  be  determined  in 
Docket  No.  E-7393,  Danville’s  pending 
complaint  under  Part  II  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  against  the  Applicant.  We  also 
noted  that  Danville  had  made  reference, 
in  its  petition  to  intervene,  to  other  mat¬ 
ters  raised  by  Danville  in  Docket  No. 
B-7393,  relating  to  alleged  activities  by 
the  Applicant  and  its  parent  corporation 
respecting  elections  in  Danville.  We  con¬ 
cluded  that  pending  further  clarification 
of  whether  Danville  was  seeking  to  ex¬ 
plore  these  matters  in  the  present  pro¬ 
ceeding,  as  contrasted  with  Docket  No. 
E-7393,  grant  of  its  petition  was 
premature. 

We  see  no  need  for  further  clarification 
of  or  elaboration  upon  our  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  10, 1969.  ’The  present  motion  shows 
that  it  is  Danville’s  position  that  the 
matters  it  has  raised  should  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  licensing  proceeding,  and  it 
is  clear  that  in  any  such  consideration 
Danville’s  participation  “may  be  in  the 
public  interest.”  We  shall  therefore  grant 
Danville’s  application  for  intervention. 
Pursuant  to  the  directive  in  om*  order 
of  February  10,  1969,  we  shall  expect 
Etenvllle,  at  the  hearing  conference  being 
ordered  herein,  to  detail  the  nature  of 
any  allocation  of  project  power  to  it, 
which  it  believes  is  required  by  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  Part  I  of  the  Act. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  Participation  by  the  city  of  Dan¬ 
ville,  Va.,  in  this  proceeding  may  be  in 
the  public  Interest. 

(2)  It  is  appropriate  and  in  the  public 
Interest  in  sidminlstering  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  vacate  our  order  denying 
intervention  issued  February  10,  1969,  in 
this  proceeding,  to  set  a  conference  and 
further  hearing  in  this  proceeding  as 
hereinafter  provided  and  to  otherwise 
deny  the  motion  filed  by  the  city  of  Dan¬ 
ville,  Va.,  on  February  17, 1969. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  The  city  of  Danville,  Va.,  is  hereby 
permitted  to  become  an  intervenor  in  this 
proceeding  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however,  ’That  the  participation  of  such 
intervenor  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
which  might  affect  the  asserted  rights 
and  interests  as  specifically  set  forth  in 
its  petition  to  Intervene:  And  provided, 
further.  That  the  admission  of  such  in¬ 
tervenor  shall  not  be  construed  as  recog¬ 
nition  by  the  Commission  that  it  might 
be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  or¬ 
ders  of  the  Commission  entered  In  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  Our  order  denying  intervention, 
issued  February  10, 1969,  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  is  vacated. 


(C)  A  conference  and  further  public 
hearing  before  the  Presiding  Examiner 
shall  be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
set  by  the  Presiding  Examiner.  At  such 
conference  the  Intervenor  Danville  shall 
be  prepared  to  state  with  specificity  the 
nature  of  any  allocation  of  power  to  Dan¬ 
ville  it  believes  is  required  by  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  Part  I  of  the  Act. 

(D)  The  motion  filed  by  the  city  of 
Danville,  Va.,  on  February  17,  1969,  is 
denied  to  the  extent  it  is  not  granted  in 
paragraphs  (A) ,  (B) ,  and  (C) ,  above. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3359;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP69-2341 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  12, 1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  6,  1969, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant), 
2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  c:JP69-234  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  a  4-inch  tie-over  and 
a  sales  measuring  station  on  the  present 
Waterville,  Minn.,  branchline  to  provide 
a  new  delivery  point  for  Minneapolis  Gas 
Co.  to  deliver  up  to  6,200  Mcf  per  day  of 
natural  gas  from  Minneapolis  Gas  Co.’s 
present  entitlement.  Applicant  states 
such  gas  will  be  used  by  Minneapolis  Gas 
to  test  and  develop  its  imdergroimd  stor¬ 
age  reservoir  in  Waseca,  Le  Sueur,  and 
Rice  Counties,  Minn. 

Applicant  estimates  construction  costs 
at  $34,585,  which  wrill  be  reimbursed  to 
Applicant  by  Minneapolis  Gas  Co.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  it  will  absorb  the  cost  of  any 
necessary  upgrading  of  the  Waterville 
branchline  and  the  Morristowm,  Minn., 
branchline. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natmal  Gas  Act 
(§  157.10)  on  or  before  April  10,  1969. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natmal  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 


further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3360:  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:45  am.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Finance  Docket  No.  21215] 

SEABOARD  AIR  LINE  RAILROAD  CO. 

AND  ATLANTIC  COAST  LINE  RAIL¬ 
ROAD  CO. 

Request  for  Enforcement  of  Order 
Regarding  Merger 

March  18, 1969. 

On  November  7,  1968,  Southern  Rail¬ 
way  Co.  and  affiliated  lines  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  a 
petition  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  requesting  enforcement  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  entered  December  2, 
1963,  in  Seaboard  Air  Line  R.  Co. — Mer¬ 
ger — Atlantic  Coast  Line,  320  I.C.C.  122, 
insofar  as  it  relates  to  certain  routing 
and  gateway  conditions  imposed  therein. 
On  December  20,  1968,  Seaboard  Coast 
Line  Railroad  Co.  filed  its  reply  to  the 
described  petition. 

By  Commission  order  served  March  3, 
1969,  this  matter  has  been  set  for  hear¬ 
ing,  at  a  time  and  place  hereinafter 
to  be  fixed,  for  the  purpose  of  adducing 
evidence  relevant  to  the  Issues  raised 
in  the  said  petition  and  the  reply  thereto 
by  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co. 

Interested  parties  may  obtain  copies 
of  the  petition  by  request  in  writing 
addressed  to  Henry  Karison,  Esq.,  Post 
Office  Box  1808,  Washington,  D.C.  20013, 
and  copies  of  the  reply  from  Phil  C. 
Beverly,  Esq.,  500  Water  Street,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.  32202.  A  duplicate  copy  of 
each  such  request  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

[SEAL]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-3399:  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  55 — FRIDAY,  MARCH  21,  1969 


5528 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


CUMULATIVE  UST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— MARCH 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  March 


3  CFR 

Proclamations: 


Page 


7  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules — Continued 


Page 


14  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 


Pag# 


3896. 

3897. 

3898. 

3899. 

3900. 

3901. 

3902. 


3789 

3791 

4935 

5365 

5421 

5423 

5479 


1079 _ 5077,  5078,  5302 

1103  -  5020,  5258 

1104  _ 5108 

1106 _  5108 

1133 _  5383 

1138 _  5334 

1202 _  4893 


Executive  Orders: 

11007  (see  EO  11458) _  4937 

11457  _  3793 

11458  _  4937 

11459  _  5057 

5  CFR  ' 

213 _ 5003,  5325,  5367 

315 _  5367 

332 _  5367 

713 _  5367 

752 _  5372 

771 _  5372 


7  CFR 


52 _  5151 

55 _  5223 

58 _  5099 

318  _ 4879 

319  _ 5373 

722 _ 3733,  5099,  5481 

730 _  3733 

775 - 3795,  5003 

811 _ 3795,  5425 

842 _  3795 

876  _  5003 

877  _  3733 

891 _  3737 

905  - 5373,  5374,  5481 

906  - 5155,  5298,  5374 

907  _  3738,  4879,  5059,  5156,  5299,  5426 

908  _ 4880, 4956,  5156,  5375,  5427 

910 _ 3674,  3738,  5006, 5059,  5299,  5375 

912  - 3674,  5006 

913  - 3675,  5007,  5300 

944 -  5156 

953 - 5059,  5157 

965 -  5157 

980 -  5481 

991 -  4956 

993 _  3675 

1071 -  5482 

1106 _  5482 

1130 _  3676 

1424 -  4880,  5300 

1427 _ JT _  4882 


Proposed  Rules: 


8  CFR 


204 _  5325 

212 -  5326 

245 -  5326 

248 — _ 5326 

Proposed  Rules; 

100 _  5509 

242 _  5509 

299 _  5509 

9  CFR 

74 -  5007 

10  CFR 

1 _  5427 

20 _  5254 

12  CFR 

226 _  5326 

526 -  5151 

545 _ 4884,  5375 

563 _  5376 

569 _  5151 

584 -  3796 


Proposed  Rules: 


523__. 

531—. 

545— 

556— 

561— 

571- 

584— 

13  CFR 


106. 


_  5022 

_  5022 

5024,  5338 

_  5024 

_  5024 

_  5024 

_  4895 


5327 


14  CFR 


39 -  3738, 

4885,  4939,  4940,  5327,  5427-5429 

61 -  5429 

71 _  3655, 

3796,  4502,  4940-4944,  5008-5010, 

5060,  5009,  5100,  5157,  5223,  5224, 

5328, 5430-5431 


51 -  5301,  5331 

906 -  4969 

919 -  5301 

944 _  5382 

959 -  4969 

980 - 5077 

1005 -  5013 

1009 _  5013 

1036 -  5013 

1061 -  3808 

1064 _  5509 

1068 -  3833 

1070  -  5077 

1071  -  5108 

1078 -  5077 


73 - 3656,  4502,  5157 

75 -  4502,  5010,  5431 

95 -  3738 

97 - 4945,  5225,  5487 

121 -  5429 

151 - 3656, 4885 

153 -  3656 

199 -  3657 

240  -  3741 

241  - 3741 

249 -  5253 

298 -  4955 

375 -  5253 

385 -  3742 

399 -  3742 


1 -  5440 

21 _ 3695,  4893,  5441 

23 -  5440 

25 - 5020,  5440 

27 -  5020 

33 -  5020 

36  -  4893 

37  -  5441 

39 - - 4894,  5110 

43 - 3695,  5440 

65 -  3695 

71 -  3696-3699, 

3851,  4894,  4974,  5022,  5060,  5078, 

5079,  5111,  5180,  5181,  5335-5338, 
5442 

73 -  5022 

75 -  5080 

91 - 3695,  5259,  5440 

121 -  3751 

135 -  5442 

145 - 3695,  5441 

147 . 3751 

151 _ 5111 

157 -  3756 

430 -  5443 

16  CFR 

13 -  3658,  3659,  5060,  5485,  5486 

15 -  3742,  5061 

240 -  4926 

503 _  4956 

Proposed  Rxtles: 

249 -  5387 

251 -  5444 


17  CFR 

231 _ 4886 

Proposed  Rules: 

230  _  5027 

231  - - 5303,  5339 

240  _  4896 

241  _  5303 

270  _  5027 

271  -  5303,  5339 

18  CFR 

260 _  5223 

620 _  5508 

Proposed  Rules: 

157 _  5182 

19  CFR 

1 -  5431 

4 -  4957 

16 -  4957 

30 -  4957 

Proposed  Rules: 

31 -  5382 

20  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

604 -  3748 

21  CFR 

1 - 4886,  5291 

3 -  5254 

8 -  5376 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


21  CFR — Continued 

120  _ _ 5100.  5255,  5291 

121  _  4887, 

4888,  5010,  5100,  5101,  5292,  5376 

320 _ 4888.  4889 

Proposed  Rules: 

31 . 5436 

121 _  3748 

22  CFR 


25  CFR 

131 - 

221 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
221 _ _ 


32  CFR 

79 .  5293 

195a _  5483  1 

536 _  5483 

577- . 4965,  5293 

850 _  5432 

907 -  5432 

1600 _ 5293 

1606 _  5293 

33  CFR 

117 -  5012 

207  _  4967 

208  -  4967,  5159 

210— _ 5294 

Proposed  Rules: 

401 - 5025,  5339 


26  CFR 


1 . . 

170 _ 

179 . . 

194 _ 

196  _ 

197  _ _ — 

201 _ 

240 _ 

245 _ 

250  _ 

251  _ 

296 _ 

301 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

1— . 

25 _ 

31 _ 

36 . 

41 . 

45  _ 

46  _ 

48- . 

49 _ 

147 _ 

151- . 

152 _ 

301 _ 


36  CFR 

^292  7 _ 5012.  5255.  5377 

-  ™  311 - -  4968 


42  CFR— Continued 

Prpposeo  Rules: 

54—^ _  3689 

73 -  5177,  5436 

209 _ 3749 

43  CFR 

402 _  5066 

Public  Land  Order: 

4538  (corrected) _  5012 

Proposed  Rules: 

4 . 5173 

45  CFR 

145 _  3801 

177 _ 3801 

250 _  3745 

801 _  5066 

1061 _  3686 

Proposed  Rules: 

416 _ 3689 


37  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ 

3 - 


46  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  n _ 


38  CFR 


3700, 5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 

_  5067 


39  CFR 

124  _ 

125  _ 

134 _ 

141 _ 

151JL _ 

171 _ 


Proposed  Rules: 
132 _ 


28  CFR 


41  CFR 


29  CFR 

464  . . . 

465  _ 

1505 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

462 _ 


47  CFR 

1  _ 5102 

2  . . . 5104,  5378 

5 _  3801 

21 _  5172 

73 . . . 3802,  3804,  5106,  5107 

81 _ 3806 

87 _  3807,  5378 

89 . 3807 

91 . . . .  3807 

93— _ 3807 

95 _ 3807 

Proposed  Rules: 

1  _  3852,  5384 

2  _  5385 

18 _  5385 

21 . 3852,  5385 

31 _ 5114 

43 _  3852 

73  _  3853-3855. 

3857, 4895, 5080,  5120,  5385 

74  _  3858,  5385 

81 _  5386 

83 _  5386 

89 _  5385 

91 -  5385 

I  93 _ _ _  5385 

1  49  CFR 

'  232 _ _ — _  5338 


30  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
55 _ 


9-3 _  5377  371 

9-16 _  4890  103 

9-53 _  4890  104 

12B-1 _ 5064 

12B-3 _  5064 

12B-4 _  5065 

29-60 . . — . .  5169 

101-18— . —  5255 

101-19 _  5255 

101-20 . 5256 

101-26 _  5329  50 

101-38 . . —  5256  28 

I  101-39 _  5256  33; 

101-45 _ 5172 


232 _ _ — _  5338 

369 _  3687 

371 _  3688 

1033 _  3746,  5297,  5298,  5380 

1048— . 4892 

Proposed  Rules: 

71 _  3852 

172  . 5112 

173  _ _ 5112,  5113 

371 _  3699,  5383 

1203 _  4897 


31  CFR 

5 _ 


42  CFR 


50  CFR 

28 _ 4892,  5298,  5432 

33 _  3747. 

4892,  5066,  5100,  5172,  5298,  5330, 
5380,  5381,  5432,  5433 
Proposed  Rules: 

280 . .  5258 


n.s* 


'i*  1^  I  !■#>■  >  ■<ii*M^y  /^h^ 

F*^^y  ■I»||||»  I  nw  #^^4^ «wiwi^^-^ir«» 

*' Aw/’-m^jcSn^ 


^  fA,JZ^ 


government 
organization 
Xy^o?,'^  mannal 

GOVERNMENT 

looo 

—  Presents  essential  Information  about  Government  agencies  (updated  and  republished  annually). 

Describes  the  creation  and  authority,  organization,  and  functions  of  the  agencies  in  the  legislativei 
f  judicial,  and  executive  branches. 

-  handbook  is  an  indispensable  reference  tool  for  teachers,  librarians,  researchers,  schoIarSi 

iySm^&J  lawyers,  and  businessmen  who  need  current  official  information  about  the  U.S.  Government. 

The  United  States  Government  Organization  Manual  is  the  official  guide  to  the  functions  of  the 
Federal  Government. 
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